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A VINDECATION, Sc 


As the conduct and diſcipline of the Church in 
A Stock bridge, in excluding from their commu. 


nion one of their members for marrying to a perſon ; 


deemed immoral and profane, have excited the at- 
tention of the churches, and been the ſubjects of 
much ſpeculation ; it is not unreaſonable to ſuppoſe 
that an affair ſo intereſting ſhould varioufly agitate 
the minds of the public, and be the ſubject of many 


and great miſapprehenſions. In matters of contro. 


verſy and debate, and where mankind are divided inf 
ſentiment, different parties view objects and things 
in a different point of light; and without any other 
bia ſſes than are common to human nature, in their 
ſeveral repreſentations, will put different colourings 
upon them. Such is the infelicity of mankind, ſucks 
the depravity and wickedneſs of human nature in its 
preſent ſtate, that we are influenced in the judgment. 
which we form, in every caſe wherein we are inter- 
eſted, more by our feelings than by reaſon and truth, 

This 
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7 his being r it can't be thought ſtrange 
that our apprebenſions of our own principles and conduct, 
relative to the caſe before us, ſhould be very differ- 
ent from thoſe of the Gentleman from Conneficut + who 
has lately favoured the public with his plea in favor 
of Mrs. Fiſk. And, ſhould our repreſentations of them 


be ſuch as will ſeem to call in queſtion the perfect 


Juſtice and candor of bis; we truſt he will conſider 
it as no unreaſonable, or perſonal reflection. Juſtice 
to aur ſelues and, much more, to the truth, demands 
that the public ſhould be undeceived reſpecting thoſe 
miſapprehenſions they have been liable to entertain 
of the principles and conduct which have been adopt - 


ed by the church, in the caſe under conſideration. 
We hope, therefore, the candid attention of the rea- 


der to a faithful narration of the conduct and mea- 

ſures of the church in this intereſting affair, 
No ſooner were Mrs. Deane's intentions of mar- 
riage to Mr. Fiſk publicly known, than the paſtor 
was applied to, by ſome of the members, to call a 
meeting of the brethren of the church. Though Mr. 
Fiſk had been but a little while an inhabitant of the 
town, his conduct had been ſuch as had made an im- 
preſſion on the minds of the people, in general, unfavor- 
able to his character and morals, The church con- 
ſidering their obligations to watch over one another 
in love, thought it their duty to pay particular atten- 
on to an affair which they viewed not a little inter- 
a eſting 


+ The Author of this Plea is, probably, generally known te 
be the Rev. Jozzrx Huntincren of Coventry. 
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efing to the beſt, the ſpiritual good and welfare of 
Mrs. Deane, and her children, Accordingly, in the 
proſecution of it, they paſſed the following votes, viz. 

I. THAT it is not conſiſtent with the rules of our 
holy proteſſion, to tolerate any of our members in 
joining, in marriage, with profane, immoral perſons, 
And, whereas there is reaſon. to fear that Levina 
Deane, a ſiſter of this church, is about to join to ſuch 
an one. Voted, 

II. That Deacon Elnathan Curtis, and Deacon 
James Willſon be a committee to admoniſh her, in 
the name of the church, to deſiſt from proſecuting 
her propoſed deſign of marriage with one John Fiſk, 
until;the church has ſuch evidence reſpecting his mo- 
ral character, as ſhall ſatisfy them with regard to t he 
propriety of a ſiſter's uniting with him in that rela- 
tion. Voted, | 

III. That Meſſi'rs Stephen Naſt, Ezra Whittle- 
ſey, Samuel Churchil, Eliſha Bradley, and Samuel 
Brown, be a committee to examine into the character 
of ſaid John Fiſk, and report, as ſoon as may be, to 
the church. | 

AT a meeting of the church, February 3d, 1777, 
The committee choſen to examine into the character 
of Jobn Fiſk, and. into the truth of reports which 
were made concerning his freely uſing profane 
language, reported to the church : and upon what he, 
kimſelf, confeſſed, and others witneſſed, the church 
came to the following vote, viz. That it is the opt- 


nion of the brethren of this church, that it is incon- 
ſiſtent 
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alſo, to inform Mr. Fiſk that, 1n caſe he ſhould ye- 


(7 6 ) 


ſiſtent with the rules of the word of Gop, for Mrs. 
Deane to join, in wedlock, with ſaid John Fiſk. 
Whereupgn, a committee was choſen to go to Mrs. 
Deane, and ſerve her with a copy of this vote; and, 


queſt the paſtor of this church, an opportunity to 
endeavour a vindication of his character, before the 


church, a meeting of the brethren ſhould be called 


for that purpoſe. 

AT a meeting of the church, February 28th, 1777. 
Whereas the church hath not had ſuffi-ient opportu- 
nity to attend to the caſe of Mrs, Deane, (now Mrs. 
Fiſk) ſhe having joined in marriage with Mr, Fiſk, 
contrary, as the church apprehends, to the rules of 
the ward of Gop ; Voted, that ſhe be ſuſpended from 
the communion of the church, until after the next 
ſacrament : after which the matter is propoſed to be 
taken up again by the church, 

AT a meeting of the church, April 16th, 1777. 


The brethren, upon mature deliberation and conli- 


deration, Voted, That it is our opinion that it is in- 
conſiſtent with the rules of the word of Gop, for a 
member of the church of CHRIS to marry to a per- 
ſon openly immoral and profane. 


Arx a meeting of the church, April 25th, 1777. 


Voted, That Levina Fiſk be excluded from the com- 
munion of this church, till ſhe manifeſt a ſenſe of her 
3 in marrying to Mr. Fiſk, and repentance 
of it. 1 

Hxxx the reader has a view of every ſtep taken, by 
the 
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8 
the church, in the affair of Mrs. Fiſk, from the firſt, 


until her final excluſion, (excepting the admonitions 

of private brethren ;) the only ground upon which'the 

_ diſcipline was commenced and proſecuted; every vote 
and reſolution of the church, relative to it; and the 
manner in which it was finally determined! by he 
church. 

SoME time after Mrs. Fiſk had betnVridtbeT our 
communion, ſhe requeſted the advice of Council, in 
the caſe : to which the brethren of the church readi- 
ly and unanimouſly agreed ; however, under ſome 
reſtriftions. We were ſenfible the caſe was ef ſuch a 
nature as might rationably be ſuppoſed to have'a near 
relation to the controverſy reſpecting ferm of commu- 
nion. The principles on which perſons vy impeni- 
tent are admitted to fellowſhip in the chriſtian church, 
we readily diſcerned were untriendly to our diſciplige; 
And, in their natural conſequences, we could not but 
apprehend, would condemn it. And, as we ſuppoſ- 
ed ourſelves poſſeſſed of ſatisfactory light and evi- 
dence on this ſubjef?, we did not think it neceſſary or 
convenient to aſk the advice and aſſiſtance of -coun- 
cil, on any point, the deciſion of which would depend 
on the determination of the controverſy reſpecting 
qualifications for church-fellowſhip and communion. 
On theſe conſiderations, we conſented to aſk counſel, 
on condition none ſhould be chofen, except ſuch mi- 
niſters and churches as were known to infift on a vi- 
ſibility of real grace, as an effential quelificgion for 
Admiſſion | into the church, wy 
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. 
- We were ſenſible that both miniſters and churches 


even of theſe ſentiments, might, nevertheleſs, differ wide- 
ly from us, reſpecting the point now in agitation be- 


fore us. But, to he/e propoſals Mrs. Fiſk, did not, 


at firſt, agree. Some time after, by her huſband, 

ſhe requeſted the church to reconſider their vote of 
limitation, but we refuſed. On this, Mr. Fiſk pro- 
poſed that he would preſent a liſt of miniſters and 
churches to us; and, that we ſhould make out one, 
of a like number, for him; out of which / ſhould 
be interchangeably choſen, for a council of advice 


reſpecting the grievance which was alledged. To 


this propoſal, the church readily conſented : and, in 


this manner was the fir council choſen, 


As the church had always uſed the utmoſt tender- 


neſs, with reſpect to the character of Mr. Fiſk, which 


they imagined the cauſe they had to manage would admit ; 
when the council convened, from the ſame ſpirit of 
tenderneſs it was propoſed that the matter of charaller 
ſhould not come under conſideration ; but, that we 
ſhould, immediately, proceed to what was conſidered 
as the grand point to be conteſted, viz. I beiber it be 
conſiſtent with the rules of our holy profeſſion, for chriſtian 
churches to tolerate their members in marrying to profane 
and immoral perſons, Reſpecting the character of Mr. 
Fiſk, the church apprehended themſelves poſſeſſed of 
ſufficient and ſatisfactory evidence. On this point 
they did not feel themſelves to need council for ad- 


vice. But, with our propoſals, though really made 


with kind deſign, Mr, Fiſk would not comply. 
Therefore, 


ff 
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Therefore, when the council met, we proceeded in 
examination of evidences to this point, until it was 
conſidered by both the council and the church, that 
it was proved, and alſo, conceeded by the party con- 
cerned. The caſe being thus, we had no expectation 
that Mr, Fiſe's character, would again come under 
examination: and therefore, at the ſecond ſeſſion of 
the council, were thought to be lame and deficient in 
regard of evidence to this point. And, indeed, 20 evi- 
dence reſpecting his character was finally adduced, be- 
fore the council, but ſuch as referred to that ſhort 
period of time, from his firſt coming, an entire ſtran- 
ger, (except to one family) into the town, until his 
marriage, which was about three months. > 
As it was Mr. Fiſk's own propoſal that his charac- 


ter, (as far as it appeared, during that ſhort period of 


time above referred to, in which he had every induce- 
ment to ſet a guard upon himſelf,) ſhould be ſubmit- 
ted to examination; and undergo a public ſcrutiny, 
before the council, he can't reaſonably take it amiſs 
that they have given their opinion, in the caſe, and 
Judged that he hath been proved to be a profane and 
immoral perſon. And, thus do the church find their 
own ſentiments, with regard to this particular, con- 
firmed by the judgment of a large and very reſpecta- 
ble council. 

Bur, admitting the proof to be ever ſo plenary and 
full, in ſupport of what was alledged reſpecting the 
perſon to whom Mrs. Deane had given herſelf in 
marriage; the Gentleman from Connecticut objecteth, in 
the firſt place, that the allegation is too indefinite to 

B afford 
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afford a ground for any eccleſiaſtical procedures; 
and, ſecondly, that whatever may be proved, reſpect- 
ing his character, till there is nothing in the word of 
God to prohibit a chriſtian's uniting with him, in mar- 
.riage : and, that the church in every view are utterly 
unjuſtifiable in their proceedings. 
Tus candid attention of the reader is requeſted to 
the few following obſervations on Mr. H's. objec- 
tions. And, | 

I. Hz obſerves that the terms profane and immoral 
Perſons are vague and indefinite, expreſſing no certain de- 
gree of immorality and profaneneſs ; and, proceeds to 
make critical and accurate obſervations on the ſeveral 
adations of open immorality that are found in man- 

ind, till he finds them to be far more numerous than 
Thoſe of latitude on the globe: then chargeth us with 
inaccuracy, in not conceiving our votes in ſuch terms 
as would expreſs the preciſe degree of immorality in 

rſons, which ought to bar our members from unit- 
ing with them in marriage. + 

Bur, is it not well known that ſuch terms and 
phraſes, when applied to perſons, are uſed to mark a 
ebaraZer, and not the degrees of it? If the degrees of 
emmorality and profaneneſs are ſo immenſely numerous, 
are not the ſeveral gradations, in other crimes, equal- 
Iy innumerable and various ? If this be the caſe, we 
never may expect to find a language ſo .copious and 
refined, as to furniſh a ſufficient number of terms, 
preciſely and accurately to expreſs the degrees of cri- 


minality in any charge whatever. | 
| Tux 
+ See Plea, p. 6, 
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HSE 
Taz apoftle, Paul, in his exhortations to the Co- 
rinthian Ghurch, forbids them to keep company, or 
even to eat, with a brother that is---coveraus, an idola- 
ter, railer, extortioner, and the like.“ Had a charge 
been exhibiced againſt a brother, conceived in azy of 
theſe terms ;, a perſon of equal accuracy with Mr. H. 
might have warned the church of the vague, indeſite 
manner in which the charge lies, in their ewn wards ; 
and, urged that the degrees of covetouſneſs, idolatry, 
extortion, &c. are more numerous i han thoſe of latitude 
on the globe, For, if a perſon hath'but once, in all bis 
life, deviated from that great and fundamental law, 
Thou ſpalt love the Lord thy God with all thine heart, and 
thy neighbour as thy ſelf, that man is, in a degree, guil- 
ty of covetouſneſs and idolatry. He might, then, 
grant that the perſon againſt whom the charge is 
lodged, is as great a finner as all the reports laid before 
the church repreſent him to be; and then challenge, 
© let the man that is leſs guilty, caſt the firſt ſtone 
at him.“ | 
Tre priefts, under the levitical inſtitution, were 
forbidden to take a wife that was profane. T But, ac- 
cording to the author of the plea before us, a law ex- 
preſſcd in terms ſo vague and indefinite, muſt be liable 
to innumerable cavils and miſapplications. And, he 
might expreſs his aſſurance, that, if the prieſts might 
never marry a perſon falling under that defcription iz 
ſome degree or other, they never would marry at all. 
So, again, the apoſtle faith, * Know ye not that the 
s unrightegus ſhall not inherit the kingdom of Cd? 
| 35 The 


® 1 Cor, v. 11, + Leit. xxi, 7. 7 1 Cor, vl. 9, 
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The critics of the day might have obſerved, That 
« this great apoſtle expreſſed n certain degree of un- 
e righteouſneſs : for, it is well known that the de- 
K prees of unrighteouſneſs are innumerable, And, if 


„ any man has, but once, in all his life, deviated 
< from the law of perfection, the great ſtandard of 


4 righteouſneſs, that man is, in a degree, unrighte- 
. ous.” And, therefore, they might have gone on 
to ſcruple the authenticity of a pretended revelation, 


cloathed in terms ſo extremely vague and inaccurale 
and, inſiſted that, if no perſon falling under this deſcrip- 
tion, might be ſaved, they were ſure that no perſon 
whatever could ever inherit that glorious kingdom. 
THe truth is, that ſuch like terms and phraſes are 
uſed, in common language, to expreſs a charaFer, and 
not the preciſe degree of criminality there is in it. In 
this ſenſe, it is well knows, terms are often uſed, 
Both by ſacred and profane writers. Not a /ing/e in- 


fance, but an uniform ſeries of actions and conduct, give 


denomination to character. Hard, therefore, muſt he 
the lot of thoſe who are bound, in all their proceed- 
ings, to expreſs themſelves in terms ſufficiently pre- 
ciſe and accurate to endure the eye of /o ſevere # critic, 
But, ſhould ſuch liberties of criticiſm be uſed with the 
ſacred oracles, people of no more than common ſaga- 
city and penetration, would ſoon looſe all the benefit 
of zbeir inſtructions; and, would find the ſcriptures 
which were given by inſpiration of Gop, not at all 
Profitable for doctriue, for reproof, for correction, or for 
inſtruion in righieouſneſs. 
HowEVER eaſy it be to triumph over the * 
| | 7 
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by the mere powers of criticiſm, Mr. H. is, after all, 
ſo generous in his argument as to allow that Mr, Fiſk 
tc may be in an unconverted ſtate,” and “ as great a 
* finner as all the reports, now laid before the coun- 
& cil, repreſent him to be,” + This concefſion, however, 
it ſeems, he was in no wiſe obliged to make, For he 
ſays, © hitherto, we have gone upon the ſuppoſition, 
* that this aggrieved woman has married a huſband 
© that is unconverted; as to his being immoral and pro- 
& fane, in the ſenſe conceeded, there is no doubt of 
ce that, for all. mankind are ſo. I will not now ſay that 
5 I have any charity for him as a chriſtian ; but J 
* will ſay that much greater immoraliiy and wickedneſs 
© than be has now been proved guilty of, is CONSISTENT 
* with grace in the heart, and an EMINENT DEGREE of 
* it too.” Accordingly, he goes on to enquire, 
„What, if inſtead of proving what this church have 
* done at this time, they had proved him guilty of 
„ drunkenneſs and inceſt with two daughters? What 
* if they had proyed him guilty of denying that ever 
* he heard of Chriſt, and bitterly curſing and ſwear- 
© 10g to confirm it? What if they had proved that 
&< he had ſeduced and debauched the wife of his faith- 
„ ful friend, and then murdered. him, and covered 
over the whole with religious hypocriſy ? Gentlemen, 
* you know what I allude to; and we all know that 
* theſe crimes were perpetrated by men of /ignal piety, 
% at heart, and in the main courſe of their lives.” 
Such a paſſage as this, ought not] to paſs unobſerv- 
ed, For, 

" 1. Tas 
+ Plea, p. 7. 1 Plea, p. 24. ; 
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1. Tur reader will take notice that theſe obſervati- 


ons are made concerning a man who never made any 


Swblic pr feſſion of religion---- who doth not even pretend to 
be a cbild of God by faith ;, the general tenor of whoſe. 


life and converſation, it never has been made appear, 
give him any title to a character different from that 
which was exhibited before the council. IJ his is the 
man whoſe character Mr. H. takes ſuch pains to em- 
belliſh. Tbeſe are the circumſtances, and this the relati- 
on, in which he aſſerts that much greater wickedneſs, &c. 
may conſiſt with even eminent degrees of grace in the 
beart, Accordingly, N 

2. Mr. H. proceeds to form a compariſon between 
Mr. Fiſk and ſome of thoſe eminently pious perſons 
whoſe characters are tranſmitted to us with honor, 


in the ſacred writings; and /bat much to the advan- 


tage of the former. And, to give weight, it ſeems, 
to his argument, David's character, (to which he ma- 
nifeſtly alludes in the inſtances ſeduction, debauchery, 


and murder,) he is careful to repreſent in the moſt un- 


favorable, moſt odious point of light. For, all theſe 
crimes, he tells us, were covered over, by this emi- 
nent ſaint, this man after Gop's own heart, with reli- 
giows Hpocriß. How flattering, to a ſinner, to hear 
his character vindicated by ſuch examples !---to feel 
that the advantage is given him, on ſuch compariſons ! 
After all, we are far from ſuppoſing that it is the 
real opinion of Mr. H. that there is no more evi- 
dence of the converſion and piety of Lot, Peter, Da- 


vid, than of the unhappy man for whom he appeared 


as an advocate: tho? he faith that the perſon © repro- 
cc bates, 
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« bates all he has ſaid amiſs, and is ready, at any moz 
« ment, to make goſpel ſatisfaFion for the whole. 4 
Though we have this charitable opinion, we yet 
leave it to the judgment of eyery candid reader, whe- 
ther the character of Mr. Fiſk is not, by this Gentle- 
man, ſet in a light altogether as favorable as thoſe of 
the worthies refered to _ Theſe _ 11 Lot, &c. 
he ſays, © were perpetrated by men of ſignal piety (at 
66 beats) and 7 — 45 main courſe of their lives 2 be 
others, alſo, are all reprobated by him who committed 
them: And, he is ready, at any moment to make goſ- 
pel ſatisfaiion for the whole. 4 | 
Waen theſe obſervations were made, by Mr. H. be- 
fore the council, though the compariſon was very 
grating in the ears of the ſerious part of the aſſembly, 
we hoped, they would never appear in public. The 
notoriety of the character in ihis place, which was 
ſmoothed and ſoftened by ſuch a compariſon, we truſted, 
would in ſome meaſure prevent the ill effects which 
it might otherwiſe tend to produce on thoughtleſs and 
diſſolute minds. But, whether the manner in which 
the compariſon is formed, together with his obſerya- 
tions upon it, are not ſuch as naturally tend, and that 
in no ſmall degree, to feed and flatter the hopes of 
thoughtleſs and ſecure ſinners, we wiſh the Gentle- 
man ſeriouſly to conſider, | 
3. Tur repreſentation, now before us, of the crimes 
and conduct of David, Peter, &c. in the comparative 
light in which they are ſet, are far from being friend. 
ly to the cauſe of vital piety and godlineſs. In an age 
where too many are apt to ſcoff at the doctrines of re- 
generation 
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Fihleration and converfion---where the neceſſity of a u. 


' birth, a real change of heart, is treated as one of the 
idle dreams of weak and viſionary enthuſtaſts : What 


will be thought, by the looſe and gay part of man- 
kind, when they hear a grave divine aſſert that the 
character exhibited, in evidence, before the council, 
is not inconſiſtent with even eminent degrees of grace: 
and, then, in proof of the aſſertion, form a compariſon 
between this charakter and that of ſome of the moſt 
eminent ſaints and ſervants ot God; and this, too, ma- 
nifeſtly to the advantage of the former! Who can 
ſuppole that the lihertines of the age will not be glad 


to avail themſelves of ſuch a handle as this! We ve- 


rily believe it was not the deſign of Mr. H. to ſtrength- 


- en their hands; or, contribute any thing to the ſup- 


port of their cauſe. But, ſhould he write again, (as 

e may, poſſioly, change his determination about it;) 
we wiſh him, either to retract his compariſon, or con- 
vince the free thinkers of the age, that it can't afford 
them auy colorable excuſe and ſupport. 

_ Taar no injuſtice is done our author, by repre- 
ſeriting him as giving the advantage to the character 
of Mr. Fiſk, in the compariſon under conſideration, 
we conclude he, himſelf, will allow; ſince, ſpeaking 
of the particular caſe in which his plea was offered, he 
repreſents it as © the mariage of à pious woman in 
* the church with a baptiſed perfon who is alſo in 
& coyenant with God, and who is immoral and pro- 
% fane in no other ſenſe than what is common to 
« mankind; and in a leſs degree too than men of piety, in 
* their general charafter, have ſometimes been. F The 

men 
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men of piety here refered to, we ſuppoſe, are Lot, 


David, and the apoſtle Peter, as their crimes 
before been contraſted with thoſe of Mr. Fiſk. Theſe, 
then, are the men who were more immoral and profane 
than the man to whom the church, in Stockbridge, 
fo remarkable, (as Mr. H. ſays) for important, new 4iſ- 
eoveries, have thought it not agreeable to the rules of 
C8187 that one of their members ſhould unite in mar- 
riage. R | | 
But we proceed, 

IT. To conſider Mr. H's reply to ſome of the ar- 
guments which had been urged, from the ſacred ſcrip- 
tures, in vindication of the principles and meaſures 
of the church. He ſays, The worthy Gentlemen 
« that are my opponents, imagine they have found 
* ſomething in facred writ, to their purpoſe z but, I - 
« ſhall, immediately fhew, that they are in a great 
* miſtake. They adduce that paſſage, 1 Cor. vn. 39. 
c where St. Paul ſays, of a widow, that if her huſ- 
* band bedead, ſhe is at liberty to be married to whom 
« ſhe will, only in the Loxy, They would read it 
& thus, only to a man who is in the Lord by ſaving grace; 
* but the text will admit of no ſich conſtrudlion; but 
** the obvious meaning of the apoſtle is Let a wi- 
* dow, or any other woman, have ber own free choice, in 
« marriage ; only, let them take heed that they make the 
*WORD OF GOD THEIR RULE is ibi 
© important affair, as well as in every thing elſe.” 4 
And, to juſtify his own conſtruction of the text, he men- 
tions ſeveral paſſages, as parallels to it,ſuch as, children 
obey your parents in the 2 &c. where it is evident 

that 
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that the phraſe in the Lord, refers to the character of 


the perſon on whom tht duty is enjoined, But, to theſe 


reaſonings of his, we reply, 

1. Tnar the paſſages which Mr. H. refers to, are 
not parallels to the text under conſideration. To do 
any thing in the Lorp, and to be joined to a perſon on- 
hy in the Loxp, dont, either certainly, or naturally, 
convey one and the ſame idea, Had it been com- 
manded to make children become obedient to their parents, 
only in the Lord, and nothing elſe ſaid, in the bible, re- 
lative to filial duty; it would not have been altoge- 
ther ſo obvious that pious children are to obey wick- 
ed and ungodly parents. Therefore, to obey, in ihe 
Lord, and 4 be married to one only in the Lord, are 
modes of expreſſion which would not neceſſarily be 
underſtood in the ſame light. There was a divine 
Precept given by Moſes, in the caſe of Zelophebad's 
daughters, very ſimilar, in the true ſpirit of it, to 
that before us: Let them marry to whom they think 
4 beſt ; only to the family of the tribe of their father 
cc ſhall they marry.” + The manner of expreſſion is, 
indeed, ſomewhat different. But, had it been ſaid, 
< let them marry to whom think beſt ; only in the tribe of 


© their father ,”* no one, weſuppoſe, would have under- 


ſtood by it, that they were at liberty to marry to whom 
they pleaſed, of all the tribes of Jſrael; only remember- 
ing that they were to conduct in the affair, as became 
abe members of the tribe of Joſeph ;, but, the import of 


tne precept would very plainly have been, that they 


werebound tolimit themſelves in their choice,of a com- 


| | panion, 
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panion, to the members of that tribe. So, when it is 
ſaid, concerning a widow, that ©* if her huſband be dead 
« ſhe is at liberty to be married to whomſhe will; only 
& inthe Lorp;” no forced or unnatural meaning will be 
put upon the words, if we ſay they are deſigned to 
limit the widow in her choice of a companion, to ſuch 

as are in the Lord, Notwithſtanding Mr. H's. aſſer- 
tion to the contrary, the text will certainly * admit”? 
of ſuch a conſtruction. ; 
2. Tn confteution which Mr. H. has put on the 
words of the text, in order to evade their force in 
ſupport of the principles and conduct of the church; 
renders the paſſage, at leaſt ſomewhat unintelligible, 
He ſays © the obvious meaning of the apoſtle is, let 
a widow, er any other woman, have ber own free choice, 
&« in marriage: only let them take heed that they make 
« the word of God their rule, ix THIS IMPORTANT Ar- 
* FAIR, as well as every thing elſe.”+ But, it is a 
capital point, beyond all contradiction,“ with this 
gentleman, ** that marriage is merely, in every view 
* of it, a ſocial and temporal connection as purely a 
* tranſattion of the civil kind, as any tranſaction in all 
<< the warld ;**.--that “ tbe irreverſable lau of Gop 
often obliges good people to marry open ſinners; 
even tbe great law of natural, conjugal affetiion implant» 
ed by the Creator, in our natures. Now, if the mutual 
natural affetiions of the ſexes to each other, are the 
rule of conduct, and © as plain a law of heaven as 
* any command in the written law.“ If marriage 
be a tranſaction purely of ihe civil kind, and no regard 
FO 2" 3th 3190 108 
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is to be had to charaZer in relation to virtue and vice; 


it may be difficult to fee in what reſpects the word of 


God is 10 be taken for a rule in this important affair. 
There is, indeed, a prohibition in ſcripture, of enter- 
ing into the marriage covenant with perſons within 
certain degrees of conſanguinity. But, if Shi, be the 
meaning of the phraſe, being married 1s any one ; only 
is the Lord; the apoſtle, one might be apt to imagine, 
did not «expreſs himſelf with his uſual accuracy and 
plainneſs. The phraſe in ibe Lord had manifeſt rela- 
tion to the chriſlian diſpenſation ; and, there is reaſon 
to apptehend, could not have been aptly choſen to 


"expreſs a duty enjoined under the /evitical inſtitution, 
 and-before the ebritian diſpenſation commenced, But, 


to ibis probibition even our author, it ſeems, doth not 
fuppoſe that the apoſtle, in the paſſage before us, had 
any reference. How, then, any one ſhould make ihe 
word of God bis rule, in this important affair, when, un- 
der the chriftian diſpenſation, there is ns rule, no laws 
whatever to guide him in his choice; is hard to be 
underſtood. Should the Connecticut Gentleman ſay, 
that perſons are to act wife and prudently in theit 
choice of mpanions for life, whether hey chooſe 
thoſe who are vicious, or, the reverſe; and that this is 
the true meaning of the apoſtolic· direction before us: 


belide the apparent inconſiſtency of the terms, the reader 


Will obſerve that this would be only begging the 
queſtion, and taking for granted the thing in diſpute. 
Having ſhewed that the paſſage under conſiderati- 
on will, at leaſt ami of a conſtruction favorable to 


the 
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the reader's patience for a few obſervations in favor of 
the conſtruction commonly put upon it. And, 

1. IT is evident that the terms only in the Lord ex- 
preſs ſme exception or limitation with reſpect to the 
widow's liberty of marriage. The words are, ſbe is at 
liberty to be married to whom ſbe will; only in the Lord, 
If, the widow hath a full and general liberty of mar- 
riage; if ſhe is not reſtricted in her choice, to any 
particular character, or denomination of men; her 
liberty with reſpect to marriage is, certainly, wholly 
unlimited and unteſtrained: and we can hardly ſee 
the reaſon why the exceptive expreſſion only in the Lord, 
ſhould have been added. Should a father, in this 
land, ſay, at the preſent day, to his daughter, that ſhe 
is at liberty to be married to whom ſhe will; only in 
the Ametican cauſe: Would not ſhe naturally under- 
ſtand that, both the precept of her father, and friend- 
ſhip to the great caule in which America is engaged, 
forbid her marrying to an open enemy to America ? 
Suppoſing ſhe ſhould ſay that all that was required 
of her was that ſhe, ber /elf, ſhould att like a friend, in ber 
choice of a companion it might very juſtly be retorted 
that her choice of an enemy to his country, for a buſband, 
could be no expreſſion of her oton friendſhip to it. So, if 
we underſtand the precept before us, to require that a 
chriſtian widow, in het choice of a companion, ſhould 
at like a friend to Chrift and his cauſe, it would be dife 
ficult to fee wherein ſhe exerciſed or expreſſed it, in this 
affair if ſhe made choice of an open enemy to this impors 
zant intereſt: eſpecially, as it is one of the ſcriptures 
characters of the righteous, that they are en 
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of them that fear God, and them that keep bis precepts.+ 
We think it can hardly be denied that the words of 
the apoſtle under conſideration, require that friend- 
ſhip to the Lon p, ſhould be exerciſed and expreſſed, 
by the widow, in ber choice of a kuſband, And, if this 
be once conceided, it will readily be acknowledged 
that the limitation in the text, has reference to ihe per- 
ſon to whom the widow is married. And, this will agree 
to the moſt natural and obvious conſtruction of the 
text. For, it is a general rule that an exceptive article 
or expreſſion, refers to the object or perſon laſt mentioned 
before it, in the grammatical conſtruftion of the ſentence ; 
unleſs there be ſome evident reaſon for a different ap- 
plication of it. | 
2. Taz connexion in which the words ſtand with 
ether parts of the chapter, and the general ſubject 
which is treated in it, give reaſon to ſuppoſe that a 
widow is limited in her choice of a huſband, to a per- 
Jon who is in the Lord. It is evident, that the Corin- 
thian church had written to the apoſtle for directions, 
relative to the affair of marriage. And, as it was now, 
not many centuries from the time of Ezra; and, chriſ- 
tian-converts had become acquainted, with the wri- 
tings of the Old Teftament , it ſeems but natural, to 
ſuppoſe that where a believer and an unbeliever were 
united together in marriage, they were at a loſs to 
know, whether it was lawful to continue the union ; 
or, whether the chriſtian. rule did not require a ſepera- 
tion, agreeable to what was practiſed by the Jews, af- 
ter their return from the Babyloniſh captivity. = 
| hi 
+ Pl. exix. 63, 


* 


F 


this queſtion the apoſtle gives an anſwer, by a new and 
expreſs revelation from heaven, in theſe words, If 
any brother hath a wife that believeth not, and ſhe 
ei be pleaſed to dwell with him, let him not put ber 
« away, And, the woman which hath an huſband 
te that believeth not, and if he be pleaſed to dwell 
c with her, let her not leave him,” + If it was neceſ- 
fary that a new revelation ſhould be given from heaven, to 
authoriſe the continuance of the union of believer and 
unbeliever, and juſtify them in it; the obvious and 
natural inference 1s, that the marriage-union ought not 
to be commenced by perſons of ſuch different and oppo- 
ſite characters. They who were doubtful of the law- 
fulneſs of continuing ſuch an union, unqueſtionably 
ehtertain ſuch ideas of the nature and ſpirit of chriſ- 
tianity as forbad their commencing it: And, theſe ideas 
they jmbibed either from the writings of Moſes and 
the prophets, or from the preaching and inſtructions 
of the apoſtles. And, when ſuch ideas of the nature. 
and ſpirit of the law of Car1sT, were ſo deeply rooted 
in their minds as to excite doubts and heſitancy with 
reſpe& to the lawfulneſs of even continuing in ſuch an 
union, after it was commenced ; let every candid mind 
judge what would be the conſtruction which, in this 
ſituation, and with theſe views, they would naturally 
put upon the paſſage now before us. When they 
hear the apoſtle ſay, of a widow, “ ſhe is at liberty to 
e be married to whom ſhe will; only in the Lord :” the 
previous ideas which, it is manifeſt, they had enter- 
tained of the nature, ſpirit and import of chriſtianity, 
would 

+ 1 Cor, vii. 12, 13. | 


( 24. ) 


would naturally lead them to ſuppoſe that chriſtian- 
widows might marry only to men who are in the Lord; 
unleſs there was ſomething very parlicular and expre/3 
to fix another and different meaning. Some had enter- 
tained an opinion that there muſt be a bparation be- 
tween man and wife, where one was a believer and ihe 
other not; and, that the woman might for/ate and re- 


" fuſe to dwell with her huſband, if he continued to be 


an enemy to Cunisr. But, the apoſtle teacheth ano- 
ther doctrine; and, lets her know that ** the wife is 
« bound by the law, as long as her huſband /iverh.” 
That 0 difference of ſentiment about religion will au- 
thorife their parting : © but if her huſbend be dead ſhe 
js at liberty eo be married to whom ſhe will.“ Only 


let her take care, if ſhe has once felt the diſadvantage 


of having an unbelieving buſband, that ſhe marry to 
none but ſuch as are in the Lord by a credible profeſſi- 
on of bis religion, and of true friendſhip to him. Ac- 
cordingly, it has been almoſt the univerſal ſenſe of 
the chriſtian-church, and of the beſt commentators 
and expoſitors, in the various ages of it, that bis is the 
true meaning and import of the paſſage under conſi- 
ſteration. And, even the Connecticut Gentleman, 
himſelf, who /ovks ©* to the very bottom” of things, ſeems, 
after all, not thoroughly to renounce this conſtruction: 
For, he ſays, the conclufion to be drawn from the re- 
ſtrictions under which the Jews were formerly laid, is 
that any two of the covenant people of God might mar- 
« ry together, if too near relation did not ſtand in the 
< . 
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AxoTark: paſſage of ſcripture we had urged. 
in ſupport of our principles and diſcipline, 1s that. 
wherein chriſtians are forbidden to be unegqually 
y:ked together with unbelievers. f But, this, Mr. Hs 
ſays, is no more to our purpoſe than the former; 
& For, had they carefully looked into the context, 
<« they could not have made this egregious miſtake.” ®. 
He urgeth, that the apoſtle is their ſpeaking of church. 
fellowſhip with heathen and profeſſed idolaters; and, as a 
proof of it, ſays they were commanded immeczatel, 10 
break all ſuch connections. And, to prove that no ar- 
gument is deducible from the expreſſion of being une- 
gually yoked, he tells us that Paul calls one his true 
voke fellow, who was not his wife. In this ſhort and 
conciſe manner has Mr. H. cut us off from the benefit 
of this text. It is not certain, however, that every. 
reader will be ſo eaſily ſatisfied, We beg the readers 
patience for the following obſervations, v1Z. 

1. IT is not evident that the terms yoking being yoked; 
&c. are ever uſed in the New Teſtament to expreſs any 
other relation than that of huſband and wife; Some of the 
critics, whoſe ſentimeats were collected hy Mr. Pool 
ſay that it is evident that Euodias aud Syntycbe; whom 
Paul beſceehes to be of the ſame mind in the Lord, 
were tue women of importance in the Philippian- 
church. & And, the perſons whom Paul addreſſeth 
under the title of /rue yoke fellow. Dr. Doddridge, in 
his Family-Expofitor, ſays, “ I think it probable 
* might be an officer of conſiderable authority and 

D © dignity; 
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ﬆ dighity, in the church at Phi ippi, perhaps buſcund 
& unto one of the pions women here mentioned.“ 
And, the beſt expoſitors we have had opportunity to 
conſult, all agree, with one voice, that the pfohibi- 
tion, be not unequally yoked together with unbelievers; 


hath reſpect particularly to the marriage connexion, as 


well as others. So that if we have made an egregious 
Miſtake, we have but followed the track of the moſt 
eminent divines and critics; who, through inattenti- 
on to the context, have gone into the lame error before 
us. * Yet, every one who is acquainted with the 
language in which the epiſtles of Paul wete original- 
ly written, will be ſenſibſe that the terms in which 
the prohibition before us is expreſſed, are often uſed 
to denote the marriage connexion. The word here uſed 
is of the ſame import as the term corjugal in Engliſh ; 
and, as naturally ſtrikes the mind with the idca of the 
matriage- relation. Nor, . 

2. Is the command come out from among them, and be 
ye ſeperate, faith the Lord, and touch not the unclean 
thine, Which is ſubjoined in a ſucceeding verſe, any 
ſufficient evidence that the apoſtle had not his eye 
upon the marriage connexion,. as well as others that 


might be detrimental to them. And, on ſuppoſition 
g „„ 
®* N. B The ſentiment which the church in Stockbzidge hath 


ad p ed, and carried into ptactice in the caſe before us; is ſo far 


from being rew. or a modern diſcovery, that it perfeAly correſ- 
pond: With the ſenſe of Le chribian church in every ate of it; 
and, is, accordingly, to be found in all thoſe cor feſſions of faith, 
and formulas of church-povernment a1 d d ſc pline „ ich are moft 
effeemed in thi: land. Tie piblic may j Yee, therefore, with 
What proprie y or decency t e author of the Plea before us, ſo 
viten cenſutes us as affecting new dilcoveries; 
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he had a particular reference to this connexion, it would 
not have been, at all, impertinent to his general pur- 
poſe, to have quoted the ancient precept which requir- 
ed the people of Gp to come out from among the 
wicked, and be teperate ; and, apply it to the cafe be- 
fore him. Had the ap*ſele deſigned to teach the unlaw- 
fulneſs of believers uniting in marriage, with unbe- 
lievers; the ideas of that kind of diſtinction and ſe- 
paration which were to be formed, under the reign of 
Chriſt between his friends and enemies, would natural- 
ly give weight to the exhortation. Paul, probably, 
alludes to the words of 1/aiah, where it is laid, „ De- 
part ye, depart ye, go ye out from thence! touch 
no unclean thing, go ye out of the midſt of her; 
{* be ye clean that bear the veſſels of the Lord.“ + 
The prophet is, here, evidently ſpeaking of the hap- 
py deliverance which Chriſt ſhall h ing to his people; 
and, of the greater purity and proſperity of the church, 
under bis reign, than under the tormer diſpenſation. 
And, had it been his particular d:/ign to diſcountenance 
the intermarriages of believers and unbelievers; the 
paſſage before us would not have been, either i impro- 
perly quoted, or applied: and that, even though it 
was not the defign of the chriſtian- inſtitution to dif. 
ſolve ſuch marriage- unions. For, if the chriſtian-dif- 
penſation is to form ſo manifeſt a diſtinction between 
the friends and enemies of Car1sT ; it would not be 
an unnatural conſequence chat believers and unbeliev- 
ers were not to intermarry with each other. 


IT is admitted that the prohibition be ye not une- 
gually 
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qually yoked together with unbelievers, forbids their uni- 
on in cherch fellowſhip, and, th: command, come out 
from among them, and be ye /erorate, requires that ſuch 
connections ſhould be bioken, wherever they have ben 
formed. Yet, from the apoſtles ſaying ouch not the 
wenclean ihing, it could not juſtly be irferred that he had 
no reference to breaking a connection whith was already 
formed, Burt, the ſeveral duties relative both to mar- 
riage and to church fellowſhip, might, well enough. be 
coulidered as expreſſed and pointed out with 1uffici- 
ent clearneſs, and in a manner quite unexceptionable, 
by the words under conſideration: And hat, even 
though the marriage- union between the believer and 
unbelicver, is not to be diſſolved. 

Thus, it is manfeſt that there is no apparent in- 
conſiſtency in under ſtanding is apoſtolic rule in the light 
in which we have explained it: Nor, doth ſuch a 
conſtruction involve any abſurdity in it. Not ouly 


| ſo, but, 


3. If we attend to what gave immediate occaſion, 
to the apoſtle, to forbid be/zevers being uneguall; yoked 
fog ether with unbelievers; we may hence collect an argu- 
ment, not of che ſmalleſt weight, in favor of the con- 
ſtruct ion we had before put upon the text. He fays, 
in the next preceding vetſcs, : O ye Corinthians, our 
« mouth is open unto you, our heart is enlarged. 
$+ Ye are not ſtraitned in us, but ye are ſtraitned in 
& your own bowels. Now for a 'recompence ia the 
te ſame (I ſpeak as unto my children) be ye allo en- 


e larged, Be ye not unequa/ly yoked &c.” The apoſ- 
tle complains that they had grown cool in their affec, 
i tions 
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tions for Jim; though his heart was warm as ever, 
with love to en, and opened and enlarged to give them 
place in it. They were not ſtraitned for room in 
bis cffettions: but they were contracted within them- 
ſelves; and their hearts not ſufficiently expanded to 
receive and imbrace him. It would not be. natural 
to ſuppoſe that this coldneſs, toward the apoſtle, was 
occaſioned by the intrigues of“ hearhen and profeſſed 
idolators,” whom they had admitted into their church: 
for, it is well know that ſuch were never admitted into 
church fellosthip. Nor, is there the leaſt evidence 
that any of their church, at ſo eatly_a period, had a- 
poſtatiſed to heatheniſm, and become“ profeſſed idol- 


ators.” Yer, either the one, or the other, of theſe 


ſuoppoſitions mult be admitted; if we conclude it to 
have been ike principal deſign of the ape ſtle to effectu- 
ate a ſeparation of certain unions which had already 
taken ace. But, if ihjs was not the principal object 
whicu the apoſtle had in view; his deſign muſt have 
been to prevent the c mmenct ment of ſuch unions, as had 
been formed detrimental to the beſt good and intereſt 
of the chu ch. OBE 0 NE. 

TraT many of the members of that church had an- 
believing partners, is no improbable ſuppoſſtion. Nor, 
would it be ſtrange that the influence of theſe unbe- 


lievers, on companions in ſo near a connect ion as huf- 


band and wife, ſhould be ſuch, as to cool their affec- 


tions, both to chriſtianity itſelf, and to him who had 


{i:{t planted it in that city. This being obſerved by 


the apoitle, it would naturally give him occaſion to 
hold up the evil and danger of n conn:Fions; and, 
| | to 
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to give the idea its juſt weight, bring into vicw the 


defien of chriſtianity as intended to form a viſible diſtinc- 6 
tion and ſeparation between the friends and the ene- 1 
nies of CHRIST. | 

Bur, what renders the conſtruction we have put up- t 


on the words, ſtill more viſibly juſt, is the inference E 
which the apoſtle makes, in the beginning of the ſuc. _ 1 
ceeding chapter. Since Gop has promiſed his father- f 
ly protection to ſuch as came out, and ſeparated (hem- 7 
ſelves from the wicked, he exhorts © having therefore hk 
ce thele promile>, (dearly beloved) let us cleanſe our- h 


ce ſelves from all filthinels of rhe #2 and ſpirit.” t 
Idolatry is neyer termed @ /n of the fleſh, in diſtinction f 
from the /pirit; nor, is an other ſin, except that of r 
unlawful union and communion of the different ſexes toge- c 
ther, For the truth of this obtervation, let any one 106 
conſult thoſe paſſages of ſcripture where ins are diſ- t 
tinguiſhed into thole of , or body and ſpirit There- h 
fore is it natural to tuppoſe that the apoftle, „ the /, 
- Preceeding prohibition, had rcference to an union, in | 1 
the commencement of which a 4icver would defile his 
Fieſh; the body of ſuch an one b ing the /emple of God--- F f 
the temple of the Holy Ghoſt, And, for a believer 6 
to abſtain from ſucb 4nions with unb licvcrs, would be 0 
in the ſenſe of the apoſtle, to /eparate himſelf from = ON 
them t 
Tavs, is the conſtruction in every re/pe natural and | r 
eaſy, which ſuppoſes thai the apoitle de/igned to for- f 
bid believers to join in mar iage with the vi/ible ene- Fe 
mies of CHRIST: And, thile chriſtians who refuſe to C 


unite in marriage with /«c, may, with the utmoſt 
cConſiſtency, 


5 


conſiſtency, be ſaid to comply with the true ſpirit of 
the precept, be ye ſeparate, ſaith the Lord. 

Accordingly, the marriages which were made, by 
the Iſraelites, with the daughters of the Canaanites, 
Hittites &c. were conſidered as a 9reach of the precept 
which required God's people to SEPARATE themſelves 
trom the people of the lands. Therefore, when Ez- 
ra came up from Babylon, complaint was made to 
him that the people of Tjrael, the prieſts, and levites 
had NOT SEPARATED themſelves from them, ron 
they had taten of their daughters for themſelves, and 
for tlicir ſons. + The breach of the precept which 
required, come out from among them and be ye ſeparate, 
conſiſted in their forming ſuch connections. Conſe- 
quently, there would be a moſt viſible propriety in 
the apoſtle's applying his precept to the caſe before 
him, on ſuppoſition he had the marriage connection particu- 
larly in view ; and that even though he had no de/ign 
to ſeperate man and wife from each other, 

Tuls precept, therefore, is tar from affording any 
ſufficient evidence that the prohibition, ©* be ye not 
% unequally yoked together with unbelievers,” had 
not, even a more direct and immediate, reference to 
the intermar riages of believers and unbelievers, than 
to any other connexion whatever. For, believers. as 
really ſeperate themſelves, from ſuch connexions, by re- 
fuſing to join in marriage with unbelievers; as cbriſti- 
an churches do, by refuſing to aumit them into their 
communion. 

AnD, as the terms made uſe of, by the apoſtle, are 
ſuck 
-t Ezra, ix, 1, 2. 
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ſuch; as mote naturally ſtrike the mind with the idea 


of marriage, than ot any other relation; notwithitand- 
ing the poſitive aſſurance of the Connecticut Gentle- 
man, we ſhall: ſtil} follow the chriſtian church in general, 
and the moſt able critics and cp rs, in our conſttuctioa 
of the text under conſideration: And, think that eve; 
theſe words of the apeſtle are a ſufficient authority for 
that mode of diſcipline which we have adopted, and 
in which we have been juſtified by ſifter-6hurches, 
Ir had been, alſo, urged, in vindication of the prin- 
- Ciples and conduct of the church in Scockbridge, in 
the caſe before us, that be church of Iſrael were proti- 
bited marriages with other nations ; and, that, for this ex- 
ar reaſon, leſt they ſould be turned away from following 
Lord; + But“ ſays Mr. H. they ſeem to have 
”" forgot, that any man and woman, in that nation, 
might lawfully marry with each other, if the laws 
4 of con; ity did not for bid; even though one 


cc was the greateſt ſaint, and the other the greateſt 


ce ſinner, in the nation.” 't We are apprehenſive 
that he, himfelf, has not looked this matter 40 the very 


bottom ; and that, poſſibly, he may have forgotten 


ſome things relative to it. For, 
1. Ir is a known maxim, that however juſtly we 


may reaſon from the conflitution of the J-wilh church, 
to that of the chriſtian; yet chriſtians may not take 
the rule of their conduct trom what was attually practiſed 
by the Jewiſh church and nation. The conſtitutian of 
the Jewiſh church was perfect: but their condud?, in 
| ** inſtances, very imperfect, and far from being 


conform- 
+ Ses Deut. vii. 3, 4. t P. 10. 
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conformable tu the rules of it. The conſticurion was 
evidently-formed to rate up a bh nia umo the 
Lon p; and, ſo long as whey conformed themſelves to 
it, they, all, nppenred ta be boly, Therefore; Gov faith 
to the ipebpte; when they came to mount Wa, If 
* ye u il odey my voice indeed, . and\Reep my cove 
% hant;'then'ye ſhallbe à peculiar treaſure unto me, 
above all people: for all che earth is mime; A od 
ye hall be unto me a ling dom of priaſts, and um Holy 
« nation,” * On this ground David, in kis ſohemn, 
joyful mediranion upon the wonderful, diſtinguiſhing 
of Gon, toward him, and the whole Jewiſh 
nation, expteilerh himſelf thus, And what one na- 
„tion in the tarth is like thy people, even like Uirach, 
* whom Gop went to redeem for u people to himſei.—- 
For thou haſt confirmed to thyſelf thy people 
r 1fravl, to le 4 people unto ubs forever: And chou, 
* LokDp,' art become their Gol. 4 Accordingly, 
Exra, Tpeaking of the wickednefs of the people; in 
tak ing of the daughters, of the antient inhabitants of 
the land; 0 Wite, lays, 0c the boly feed have miagled 
** themſelves with the people of thoſe lands.” + This 
being the caſe, in our reaſorinps from the Jewiſh to 
the chriſtian-thurch, we are to talee che rules and conſtt-. 
tuen of that church, for our ground; and vt ihe 
pradtice of the Jewiſh nation. Accordingly, 

22 We find full proviſion made, wuen in ibe very 
cb tion itſelf, of rbe Fewifſh church, for preventing the 
union of thoſe ''who were holy, with thyfe who were 
unboly; in the marriage covenant; Conſiſtently wich 

| E the 

* Exod, xix, 5, 6.*'$.4 Sam. vil. 23, 24. fan, ix, 2. 


„ 
the true nature and ſpirit of the Jewiſh law, there was 
no room left tor a friend and an enemy of the Gop of Iſ- 
rael, to come together in marriage. And it was moſt 
ſtrictly enjoined on every one of that nation, if even 


| their moſt intimate friend ſhould entice them to the ſer- 
1 vice of any other god, they ſhould detect and bring him 


lf to puniſhment ;* which was perfectly correſpondent 
14 do the proviſion made for ſecuring them from falling 
\ into the ſins of other nations, by protubigpg inter-mar- 


* | riages with them. 

= Tux inference, therefore, to be made: i in our rea- 
ti ſonings from the conſtitution of the Jewiſh, to that of 
the chriſtien-church, as far as it concerns the point un- 8 
der conſideration, manifeſtly is, that the profeſſors of 4 

cbriſtianiiy, may marry only the viſible friends and follow- 
ers of Chriſt, We never pretended to urge a ftriger 
_ limitation than that within which the ancient church of 
was Circumſcribed, by the very laws of its con- 
ſtitution. And, in this, we find that even Mr. H. 
agrees with us. For, ſpeaking of the Jewiſh conſtitu- 
tion, he ſays, * The concluſion in the preſent caſe, to 
«© be drawn from that of the Jews, is“ that ! any 
«© two of the covenant people of God might marry toge- 
cc ther, if too near relation aid not ſtand in the way.” + 
He, here, plainly conceeds that one in covenant with 
God may not lawfully marry, to one who is not in cove- 
xant: And, that ihis concluſion may be made from the 
reſtriftion under which the people of Iſrael were laid 
with reſpect to marriage. In this conceſſion, our author 
has virtually renounced every otber argument in bis ow 
plea 
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piea in favor of the marriage in queſtion, but that of 
the man's being in covenant by the ſeal of baptiſm:---which 
ſhall be conſidered, by and by. For, if we may con- 
clude, from the reſtrictions under which the children 


of Iſrael were laid reſpecting marriage, that tbe covenant 


people of God may marry only to thoſe, in ihe ſame rela- 


tion --that the members of Gop's vifible family may 


range no farther, in ſearch of companions, than the 
bounds of this family extend ; the general principle on 
which aur church has acted, is eſtabliſhed : and nothing 
remains n to be conteſted, but our application of it. 

Tris being the caſe, our author's inference from 
the precept, ** If a man entice a maid that is not be- 
* trothed, and lie with her z he ſhall ſurely endow 
« her to be his wife,” + that cburch-members may have 
laid themſelves under clear, inviolable obligatious to marry 
unbelievers, + is quite deſtitute of ſufficient foundation. 
For, the precept before us never required a Few to 
marry a Gentile, whatever criminal converſe there might 


have been between them. It is a very ſuppoſeable 


thing that the caſe here alluded to may happen among 
the profeſſing people of Gop : and, if it does, an ob- 
ligation to marriage immediately commences. And, 
as this precept reſpected only tbe vi/ible people of God, 
and related only to caſes that might happen among them ; 
no inference can, ſurely, be made from it, to caſes 
and occurrences that may happen between the viſible 
people of God, and thoſe who are not ſuch. Therefore, 
notwithſtanding the concluſion of the letter- writer 
who witneſſeth that Mr. H's arguments never can be 

: refuted, 


+ Exod, xxii. 16. T See p. 21. 
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reſuteds and whe, Mr. H: atteſts is very. judicious ; it 


doth net appear that, ener the council, or the word 
of Gor, have bere left Dare Wide door for the waman 10 
eſcape it 


Ma. H. ateth. ta the argument which we bad 


urged from the apparent il coplequences which flow- 


ed from the intetmargiages of the /exs of Ged and the. 


daughters of wen, and ſays, there appears to, be the 
i ipace of a thouſand, years, between theſe marriages 
< and this ſignalwiekedneſs.“ & But, bow this aper, 
he bath not told us; except. it be by letting us krow 
that in allprobuliliix theſe marriages took place not more 
than four or five; ceaturies after the creation. I he pro- 


bability, however, is — perhaps, ſo great as he may 


imagine. For, na ſooner had the ſacred hiſtorian te- 
lated the fab, aan be mentions the Hits decree to in- 


riages of the ſons of Gop with the —.— of men. 


On this piece of hiſtory, therefore, we. take leave to 


make the following obſcrvations, viz. 
1. THA? it was nat, originally, the practice of 
God's vilible church and peaple, to intermarry with 


thoſe whe were not ſuch. This, we think, cannot 


de diſputed. Whether there were any expreſs laws 


prohibicivg ſuch marriagts, ar not; or, whether, or 


not, any. ill conſequences. were foreſeen ; ſtill, it is 
manifeſt that theje Connexions were nol, ase briycen 
them. | N 

2. Ir 


P. 34, 35. How natoral'y do theſe two gentlemen play 
into each other's hands! CP; ii. Urn vi. 3. 
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up between the viſible family of God, and others, 
world remained in ſome tolerable order ; at leaſt, was 
not Fed with violence. We have no account of 4 


2. IT 15. evident that while this diſt inctiog was 957 | 


violences committed in the earth, except by Cain, 
in his family, until after the familes of Seth and of 
Cain began to intermix by marriages with each other. 
3. IT gag after men, that is the family of Cain, as is 
even an to multiply, that the intermarriages in 
queſtion 100. place: for, it was to ihe/e, that daughters 
were born; and, of theſe, the ſons of Gop teak them 
wives of ſuch as they choſe, It is, allo, evident that 
the offspring of theſe marriages, became mighty men, men 
of renawn, "6 (IRA . 
Now, let any candid perſon judge whether, fram 
this account, it is not natural to ſuppoſe that 4 
mighty men, which were the fruit of theſe marriages, - 
were the means and inſtruments of filling the world 
with, violence : And, whether the hiſtory does not a- 
turally lead us to ſuppoſe that theſe intermarriages were 
the inlet to that flood of violence and wickedneſs for 
Which the world was afterwards drowned. W 2 
S0 long as the viſible family of God, and thoſe who 
were not {uch, were kept ſeperate, no general deſtruc- 
tion is threatened. When they came together, and 
intermixed together by marriage, their offspring he- 
came wicked and violent. On this, the deſtruction 
of the world is decreed; as the hiſtory itſelf teaches 
us. And, now, whether any forced conſtruction is 
put upon this part of the ſacred hiſtory, or any un- 
natural turn given it, by ſuppoſing that it obviouſly 
repfteſents 


= 
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repreſents theſe marriages as the inlet to ſucceeding 
corruption and wickedneſs ; we leave to the ſerious 


— 4 and judgment of every candid and upright 
mind. 8 | | 


Bur, it is time that we attend to our author's argu- 


ment in which he unravels the whole ſecret, and detects 
the fallacy and weakneſs of all that had before been 
ſaid, or written, on the ſubject, by this ſingle Obſerva- 
tion that marriage is in every view, a merely ſocial, civil 
conmexion, He ſays, ** If I have any mental diſcern- 


ment, I have demonſtrated the capital point beyond all 
contradiction, that marriage is merely, in every view 
of it, a ſocial and temporal connexion , it is as 
purely a tranſaction of the civil kind, as any ti anſ- 
action in all the world: This is the great point 
that has been ſtrangeiy unobſerved and paſſed over 
by the Gentlemen that oppoſe me, in all they have 
written, and in all they have faid.--- This point 
gained all the reſt, | need ſay, will be eaſy and un- 


deniable.“ T And again, + How palpable is the 


error of this church, in making that an eccleſi. 
aſtical affair, which is purely civil and ſocial.“ * 


By what authority our author repreſents us as de- 
ny ing the marriage-connexion to be of a civil, ſocial 
and temporal nature, we know not : ſurely it can be 
collected from notking we had ever {aid or written up- 
on the 14bjeft.--- But, by miſreprelenting and over» 
ſtraining the arguments of our oppoſers, we, ſome- 
times, get advantage to hx form: vncouth and ſhock- 
ing conſequences upon them win the appearance of 


juſtice and plauſibility. Hav;- 7 repreſented us as not 


acknowledgin 
+ Folk. 2.23 * 
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acknowledging marriage to be a civil connexion, or, of a 
ocial and temporal nature, he oblerves that we make grace 
the greateſt proſtitute in the univerſe, repreſents us as in- 
ſiſting that grace marries grace; and, then, with an air 
of triumph àſks his honeft opponents, of what ſex grace 
ig. + l f 
Wr allow the marriage. connexion to be ſocial, civil 
and temporal: but are far from conſidering this as the 
capital point in controverly, Admiiting this connetion 
10 be ſuch, it does not from thence follow that friend- 
ſhip to CarisT may not forbid his people uniting in 
ſo near a relation, with his open enemies. For, 
1. In all our civil and temporal concerns we are to 
conſult the glory and good of the kingdom of CHRIST. 
Nothing is more obvious than that temporal affairs may 
be conducted in a manner very unſuitable to the chrif- 
gp profeſſion and character. Civil matters may be ſo 
anaged as to be very injurious to the cauſe of CRAIST. 
The relation of rulers and ſubjeFs to each other, is 
purely temporal: yet, in the diſcharge of the duties 
of this relation, religion is to be exerciſed and expreſſ- 
ed. Eating and drinking are bodily exerciſes and con- 
cerns, which will have no place in the future world: 
but, the law of CHRIST enjoins “ whether, therefore, 
« ye eat or drink, or whatſoever ye do, do all to the 
« glory of Gop.”t If, in eating and drinking we 
are to regard the honour and glory of God, Why not, 
in forming the marriage connection? Where will be 
the abſurdity of ſuppoſing that the laws of CHRIS ex- 
tend their binding force and influence to bi? Tho? 
grace don't marry grace, there is, nevertheleſs, abun- 
| | | dant 
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dant toom, for it to Beevrriſed in the choice of cp. 
nion, in the moſt inlereſting and important concerns in life: 
And, there is nothing more evident than thut the 
chriltian's future peace and profperity may, under 
Gon, very greatly depend apon it. Therefore, it fs 
aid, make no friendſhip with an angry man: and 
* with 2 furious man thou ſhaft not go: Yeaſt 1hou 
ec learn bis ways, and get a ſnare to thy ſoul.2 Accor- 
dingly we are told.“ He that walketh with wiſe ten 
& ſhall be wife : but a companion of fools fhall be dit- 
« troyed.”F} Arid, the feaſonings in theſe paſſugth 
evidently go oh the general principles that evil comm. 

mications corrupt goed mantiers.* Accordingly, 
2. Notaine is more obvious than that ſuch inti- 
macies and connex1ons of friendſhip with the enemies 
of Chair and his religion, may be formed, by his 
followers, as tnay be, both diſteſpectful to him, ay 
detrunent?l to themſelves. Men always feel the. 
ſelves injured and reproached, when their profeſſed 
friends form intimate connerions of frient/hiþ with their 
open and avowed enemies: And it is a dictate of reaſon, 
and of the univerſal ſenſe of mankihd, that the bonds 
of friendſhip are fo facred and inviolable as to forbid 
it. Where there is a ſtrong oppofition of intereſt and 
views between ourſelves and others, we ate apt to con- 
ſiderthe commencement of particular friendſpip bttween 
bur profeſſed adherents, and them, as a virtual renouneia- 
tion of ar cauſe, and going over to theirs. And, why 
theſe reaſonings ffouſd not apply to the preſent taſe, 
no one can ſay ; utileſs it be that the common laws of 
1 | | e friendſhip 


+ Prov. xxii. 24, 25. f Prov. xiii. 20. 1 Cor, xv. 33. 
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friendſhip have no concern in this connexion, that 
marriage was inſtituted purely for convenience, and 
that the union is only of body to body: which is the light 
in which ſome of our author's reaſonings ſeem cvi- 
dently to carry it. f one original defign of marriage was 
that children might be well educated and provided for, and 
this in proper ſubſerviency to the plory of God, and the 
everlaſting good of mankind, as Mr, H. aſſerts ;Þ it is 
exceedingly evident that, in forming his connexion, te- 
gard is to be had to the kind and benevolent deſigns 
of the Creator; and, we are to conſult the beſt me- 
thod for promoting theſe important ends, in entering 
into this relation, All will allow it poſſible that the 
friends of ChxISrH may form ſuch unions as are not 
fitted to promote 7he/e original deſigns of marriage: 
And, whenever they do, they act diſreſpectfully to 
CnRIsr. Should a chriſtian marry to one who em- 
ployed all his talents and powers to vilify the name 
of Jesvus, reproach his religion, and perſecute his fol- 
lowers ; common ſenſe would teach that it was diſ- 
honourable to religion, diſteſpectful to Chxisr. And, 
yet, Mr. H's reaſonings from the nature of marriage 
as being a civil, temporal connexion, if they prove 
any thing, prove that the moſt eminent ſaint may mar- 
ry the vileſt proſtitute burning with the moſt impure luſts, 
and inflamed with rage apainſt the religion and name of the 
Lord Jeſus, without the leaſt blot upon his chriſtian 
profeſſion and character, or /u/picion of indifference to 
the religion and honour of CHRIST. Yet, the holy 
ſcriptures repreſent it as one part of the character of 
F the 
+ P. 24. 
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the friends of Gov, that vile perſons are contemned in 
their eyes 3 and another characteriſtic of ſuch, that 


they are companions of them that fear God, and them 
that keep his precepts. Surely this great point of mar- 
riage being a tranſaction of a civil kind, had not been 
Arangely unobſerved and paſt over by Him who dictated 
theſe ſacred oracles ; though the affair of chooling 
companions is as purely a tranſattion of the civil kind as 
« any iranſattion in all the world.” 


Tux truth is, that marriage is undoubtedly a con- 


nexion of a civil nature; and, yet, this is no argument 
that the chriſtian charatier is not deeply concerned and 


intereſted in forming it. Chriſtians may act a part 


very reproachful to religion, and detrimental to them- 
felves and families, in their choice of companions for 


life in zhoſe family concerns wherein the honour of reli- 


gion, the peace and unity of their families, and the 
ſpiritual good of thoſe who are committed to their 
charge, are very nearly intereſted. And, when they 
do ſo, there is no more reaſon why they ſhould eſcape 
cenſure, than for other crimes, Until, therefore, 
Mr. H. ſhall prove that civil and religious matters are 
of a nature ſo perfectly aliened from each other, that 
nothing of the moral kind can be found in tranſactions 
of the former; and, that in our management of civil 


affairs, obligations to conſult the glory of Gop, and 


the good of CRHRIST's kingdom, neither do, nor can 
lye upon us; all his reaſonings on his point muſt be 
conſidered as having no weight, and concluding no- 


thing in his favor, | 
Bur, 
e. . F Pf. exix. 63. 


(4 ) 


Bur, perhaps, the true ſpirit of the Connecticut 
Gentleman's argument, from the nature of the mar- 
riage Connexion, as being purely civil and temporal, 
has yet eſcaped us. We could hardly imagine that a 
perſon of his mental diſcernment ſhould lay ſo much 
ſtreſs on an argument which at firſ# fight appears ſo 
weak and inconcluſive. Ir, ſometimes, ſo happens 
that while we are examining the Jucubrations of op- 
poſers with a view to obſcure them, their true ſpirit 
and energy break with ſuch force on our unwilling 
minds, as to ſilence all objections. And, as the foun- 
dation of the utter. ſubverſton of the principles of this 
church, are demonſtratively laid ; modeſty requires, 
of us, ſelf-diffidence and jralouly. - 

T'zve, the Moſaic-Jaw prohibited inter marriages 
between the members of the then viſible-church, and 
thoſe who were without.---It made a wide diſtinction 
between the family of Gop and others: And, ſo it 
did as to meats and drinks. But, this being a yoke 
which, neither they, nor their fathers could bear; 
under the preſent more mild and liberal diſpenſation, 
it is happily taken off our necks. The“ tender irre- 
6 ſiſtible love and affection mutual between“ the 
ſexes, like the other appetites of animal nature, have 
now a larger ſcope, and nothing is common or unclean, 
For, as grace don't marry grace, and unholineſs, or ſin- 
tulneſs, having ** no ſex pertaining to it, ſtriftly ſpeak- 
ing, have no concern with marriage ;”” being now 
called unto liberty, nothing but diſtinction of ſex is necel- 
ſary to that union wherein “ all that is married, on 
either part, is only the identical perſon.” And, that, 


by 
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( 44 ) 
by identical perjen, nothing more is to be underſtood 
than what is ſuſceptible of difference of ſex, (which 
no moral or mental qualifications can poſſibly be,) 
is exceeding evident; for, let their be ever ſo great 
« achange in the qualification of either party, this does 
ce not diffolve the marriage.“ 

MarR1Ace, therefore, being inſtituted for conveni- 
ence ; no moral, or mental qualification having any 
relation to that connexion and union which is formed 
by it zand, nothing being eſſential to it, but merely 
difference of ſex ; we are ealily given to underſtand in 
what ſenſe it is merely ſocial, civil and temporal, and why 
In beaven they neither marry, nor are given in 
*© marriage.” 

Hap we underſtood the true /pirit of marriage, we 
might have ſeen the weakneſs and fallacy, yea perfect 
zmpertinency of our argument in favor of our own ſen- 
timents drawn from thoſe ſcripture-repreſentations 
which exhibit the marriage-conmexion as emblematical 
of the union between CHRIST and the church, For, 
as the marriage-union is nothing more than the union 


of different ſexes, no moral qualification whatever hav- 


ing any concern in it; we might have known that 
our argument would have as clearly proved © that a 
grape vine, or a branch of it, or a field of wheat, 
« or even a thief” (and every thing elſe,) © are all 
*« purely {ſpiritual and holy, becauſe theſe are uſed as 
*« emblems of Cu 1s and his church. The grand 
« fecret”” we © ought to know 1s this, viz. That in 
4 marriage, a man loves a woman, and a woman loves 
a man.“ | 
| FROM 


+ See P. 12, 


1 F. 15. 
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From this love, too, all moral and gracious affetiions, + 


are to be kept at a reaſonable diſtance : becauſe, be- 
ing ſtrangers to difference of ſex, and, to be communi- 
cated with equal freedom to all; to ſuppoſe that they 
were to be conſulted and exerciſed in the affair of mar- 
riage would make them the greateſt proſtitutes in the 


univerſe.”+---In his affair no affection is to be con- 


ſulted but that which draws the the PIT of different 
ſexes together 

Wirn reſpect to this new diſcovery it may, rhaps, 
be © ſome time, ſome years, before God's peo will be 
e able clearly to fee, and conſcienciouſq to pratice” 


on it, But, as to others, we fear it will be but a 


„word and a blow.“ T 
Fur ſubject of marriage being thus clearly develo- 
ped ; and, it being demonſtratively true that the mutual 
tendencies of the different ſexes to each other, is all that 
hath any concern in this affair; we need not be fur- 
priſed often to find “ as ſtrong and tender conjugal love, 
between a converted and unconverted perſon, as 
«ever did ſubſiſt in the world.”* For, in /uch an 
affair as this, What has grace to do, more or leis? 
Bor, then, as our author reprefents this tender love 
and mutual affection of the ſexes, as being irre/itible, 


and, in many caſes, as plain a law of heaven as any- 


command in the written law z”$ ſome fearful /quea- 
miſo people may be appreben/zve tor the morals ot the 
riſing generation; and, entertain a ſecret ſuſpicion 
that the bucks and debauchees of the age may be incou- 


raged to improve this hint into a ——_ of a 100 gene- 


ral 
+ See . 18 4 F. 88, ® p. 15. { Ibid, 


; 


| 
| 
F 
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ral indulgence; which may be quite hurtful to - civil 
ſociety. Should any, hawever, be ſo weak as to ima- 
gine that this liberty with "_— to marriage may be 


abuſed, and become the occalion of fin; we would 9 
reply, in the words of our author, We * wiſh that” inf 
ſuch © would be kind enough to tell us, if they are pe 
« able what bleſſing of Providence there ever was, th; 

& in the world, that has not been miſimproved to the 
«* eternal ruin of many. + When they conſider the as 
proneneſs of fallen-man to abuſe favors, perhaps they ni 
will be ſilent. ö |  #@ 
Tus arguments of our author, on the important mi 
ſugject of marriage, his readers have probably obſer- un 
ved, are ſomewhat miſcellaneous, Exact order can, ; 
theretore hardly be obſeryed in attending to them. pli 
* WHETHER one who vilibly pertains to the king- the 
&« dom of CyrisT, may marry with one who viſibly wa 
belongs to the kingdom of his adverſary ;” Mr. H. | ma 
conſiders as the only queſtion on which our mutual ma 
reaſonings can join iſſue. And, therefore, for the pre 
fake of argument, he grants that Mr, Fiſk and his the 
wife, are of theſe two different kingdoms.F This did 
conceſſion, however, he ſoon takes up; and, repreſents dill 
Mr. Fiſk as a perſon in covenant with God, reprobating race 
all be had ſaid amiſ5, and ready, at any moment, io make or 1 
goſpel ſatisfafiion for the whole, Yet, our author ſays onl) 
this privi ege, (of making goſpel ſatisfaction,) © the bac 
« church will not grant, not yet acknowledge his has 
% baptiſm, becauſe be was baptiſed by a minifier of the ty, 
e Rlanding order in Farming ion, who, with his church, of 
«* d.ftcied this 


E. 17 13. dug 
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« differed nothing from the generality of miniſters 
« and churches in the State of Connecticut :” bur, 
informs the public that if our church would take this 
rſon under our watch, and diſcipline him, he would 
thank us.“ | 
| Txzsz words repreſent the church in Stockbridge 
as entertaining ſo contemptible an idea, either of mi. 
niſters of the ſtanding order, or of the generality of church- 
es in the State of Connecticut, as to eſteem their ad- 
miniſtrations to be without validity a mere nullity, utterly 
undeſerving of any notice or regard. 
Wur the church in Stockbridge began the diſci- 
line which has occaſioned fo much noife and trouble, 
they knew nothing of Mr. Fiſk's baptiſm, either one 
way, or the other. Had we known it, that would have 
made no alteration in our meaſures reſpecting the wo- 
man; and this for reaſons which ſhall be mentioned 
preſently. To the validity of his baptiſm, however, 
the leaſt objection was never heard in our church, Nor, 
did we ever once entertain a thought of neglecting to 
diſcipline baptiſed perfons on account of their having 
received the ordinance from any miniſter of 1he ſtanding order, 
or in any cburebes in New- England. But ibis is not the 
only evidence that the Connecticut Gentleman has had 
bad information: nor, the only injtanee in which he 
has been impoſed on by his informers. His creduli- 
ty, therefore, has ſubjected him to the mortification 
of being called forch to public view, as, at leaſt, in 
this inftance a falſe accuſer of his brethren. - Surely, he 


ought to have been on his guard, and, poſſeſſed of 
the 
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the beſt authority, before he ventured publicly to aſſert any 
thing ſo reproachful, ſo detrimental to the character of 
any Body of men. Much leis ought he, on ſlender in- 
formation, boldly aſſert, from the preſs, a report, in 
which the characters of his dear brethren, the dear 
church in Stockbridge, (as he often publicly ſtiled us, 
before the council,) is ſo greatly and glaringly tra- 
duced. | 

Ix regard of Mr, Fiſk's defire to be taken under 
the watch and care of this church, and his offer of 
ſubmitting to its diſcipline, we readily grant he mform- 
ed us that he had been baptiſed, called wpon us to 
difcipline him, not his wife and ſaid that he ſtood rea- 
dy to confeſs his fins. We really judged, however, 
that he did not thoroughly underſtand the nature of 
chriftian-diſcipline, at leaſt, in the light in which we 
viewed it, I, myſelf, converſed largely with him upon 
the ſubject; and, let him know that I, and I doubted 
not all ihe brethern of the church, would heartily vejoice 
in ſeeing evidences of his repentance : but, at the ſame 
time, told him that 20 confeſſion would be of any avail 
with me, or with the church, unleſs it appeared to 
flow from a penitent heart,-----that, what his church 
conſidered as the rule of cbriſtias diſcipline, admitted 
of no other confeſſion ; though we were ſenſible that 


ſome churches, in the land, practiſed differently: 


And therefore, (as I endeavoured to convince him,) 
he made no offer of ſubmiſſion to goſpel. diſcipline--. no 
propoſal of ſubjecting himſelf to the diſcipline of this 
church. Nor, did Mr. Fiſk ever once, either directly 
or indirectly, diſcover the leaſt diſpoſition to make 


goſpel 


3 


goſpel. ſatiiſaſtion, for any one ſin, Al this was pub? 
licly declared, before. the council, in Mr. IPs pre- 
ſence : And, yet; he has had the aſſurance, after this, 
to publiſh to the world, that Mr. Fiſk ford ready, at 
any moment, to make goſpel-ſaiisfaftion for AL L be bad © 
ſaid amiſs : but, the church would not accept it, nor 
acknowledge his baptiſm, becauſe he was baptiſed by ws 
minifler of the ſtanding order in Farmington, &c, How 
this may appear to the public, we know not; but, 
leave it to every one to make his own comment up- 
On it. 
Wir regard to Mr. Fiſk's being in covenant with' 
God ; notwithſtanding his baptiſm in infancy, we en- 
tertain no ſuch idea of the matter. Intant- baptiſm is 
ad miniſtered in 4 view of the parents being in covenant 5; 
but, doth not ſuppoſe the infant, itſelf, to be poſſeſ- 
ſed of am right whatever, to the privileges of the co- 
venant of grace. Nor, can any one, in riper age, be 
conſidered as poſſeſſed of any right to the privileges of 
the eovenant of grace, any farther than he ſubje&ts 
himſelf to its obligations. Al who appear openly ta 
rejedt the laws of CHS, we are abundantly taught, 
in the word of God, to conſider as frangers to the co< 
venant, and to the promiſes : and ibis, their baptiſm in 
infancy ' notwithſtanding, - Theſe, at leaſt, are the 
views of the church in Stockbridge : and, ve think 
ourſelves-abundantly juſtified, by the rules of the goſ- 
pel, in practiſing accordingly. | Poſſeſſed of theſe 
views, we could not imagine we had any right of diſ- 
cipline over Mr. Fiſk. '' Nor, had we ever any appre- 
henſion of the leaſt diſpoſition in him, to ſubmit to 
G what , 
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what we conſidered as the diſcipline of CuRISsI's 


church. ; 3 
Every candid perſon, therefore, we are perſuaded, 
will think us wholly juſtified -from the heavy charge 
Mr. H. has brought againſt us with re/pe to this mat- 
ter; until it ſhall be made to appear that we have 
groſly miſunderſtood and perverted the geſpel cbarac- 
_- of a chriſtian church, and its rules for the diſcipline 
It. 
Aud, ſhould theſe views of ours reſpecting the cha- 
raFers of churches, and the nature and import of being 
in covenant with God, correſpond with the repreſenta- 
tions of the oracles of truth; all Mr. H's. arguments 
from Mr. Fiſk's being in covenant, will immediately 
fall to the ground : and, he will have little more to 


ſay than that, as © grace is freely to be communicat- 


* ed to all the world, but our perſons, not; therefore 
* nothing but perſan has any thing to do in the affair 


* of marriage; grace being an utter ſtranger to it.“ 


Or, in other words, that the feelings of per/on, not of 
grace, are concerned in this matter; and the.a:#ates 


of the former, not of the latter, are to be conſulted and 


followed. 


- Mr. H. not only labours under the diſadvantage 
of miſapprehenſion of fas, relative to the proceed- 


ings of this church; but, the ſtill greater infelicity of 
quite miſtaking the arguments of his oppoſers : For, he 


lays, © our opponents ſay, that this marriage under 


= conſideration, is immoral in its own nature---really 
& immoral and unlawful in its own nature, even as 


E when a man marries his motber- sor the wife of ano- 


tber 


i 
93 


( 


« Ther man. directly contrary to the word of God in 
ils own nature,” &c,* We had, indeed, urged that 

it is contrary to the word of God- that it is unlawful : 
and, that the argument may appear ſo overſtrained as 
to looſe its force, our author's imagination ſupplies the 
reſt. Having got the argument thus to his mind 
he refutes it by the expreſs command of the DziTY 
to the prophet Hoſea, to take a wife of whoredoms. 
Soon as ever our author can produce an expreſs com. 
mand of the Deity to Mrs. Deane, to marry Mr. 
Fiſk, our church with all due reverence, I truſt, will Kid 
ſubmit. An expreſs command of God, we are ſenſible, 1 
will make /ome things lawful, which would, otherwiſe, _ 
be «lawful : for inſtance, the command to the chil- 

dren of Iſracl to deſtrey the Canaanites---to Abraham, 

to ſacrifice his ſon, We never imagined-our argument 

required us to prove the marriage in queſtion in any 

other ſenſe unlawful, than killing, and'/acrificing cbil. | 
dren. We allow, with our author, + that God hath | 
as good a right to take away the life of. man by the = 
hand of man, as by fickneſi, or, any other way : So, = 
alfo, that He had à right to enjoin the marriage in 1 
queſtion : we only want the evidence that He bath, 
done it. 

Bur, ſhould all Mr. H's. preceeding arguments. 
fail, he hath ſuch RiU in ſtore as “ be thinks maſt take 
« hold of every one that has human feelings.“ Ac- 
cordingly, he proceeds to propoſe the caſe of a young 
woman being addreſſed by a young gentleman of pi- 
ety ; and, the parent refuſing his conſent to the mar- 

_ Flagey 
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ridge, becauſe the daughter is an enemy to Caris7-; 
and, therefore, determining never to give her away, 
in marriage, until he can find 2 child of the devil 
who is willing to have her. 

Lex us candidly examine the caſe; and, ſce how 
it will affect, we don't ſay human feelings but, the fetl- 
ings of penerofity and benevolence. And, | 

1. SupPoSING any one knew a diſqualifying cir- 
cumſtance, in the character of his daughter, for ma- 
king a ſuitable and agreeable companion to a worthy 
and generous friend Who aſked her, in marriage; ; 
even ſetting aſide all religious confiderations, would it 
be any thing more than ci part of common gencreo/ity 
and 1 in the father, to mention it to the young 
gentleman as a juſt objection on his fide againſt forming 
The contract? and, ſhould he do it, would any one 
imagine that the parent on bis part, denied conſent to 
the marriage? Or, that he herein expreſſed a reſolu- 
tion never to give his daughter i in marriage, till he 
found a man equally diſqualified for that ſocial connex- 
ion ? Reaſon, and common ſenſe, would, certainly, 
Juſtify this conduct in a parent; and, abhoe the tho” t 
of an inference ſo diſiugenuous. Therefore, 

2. SUPPOSING open immorality and irreligion to 
be diſqualifying circumſtances in the character of a 
child, for making an agreeable and. ſuitable compa- 
nion for one who is eminently pious, and devoted to 

Cop ; how evidently would a generous benevolence, 
in the chriſtian parent, ſuggeſt lis as a realon, to a 
young man whoſe great object it was to enjoy rTeligt- 


eus Jorery 1 in the married ſtate, againſt his taking his 
| daughter 


* 


E 


daughter in marriage. No one would fuppoſe, in 
that caſe, that the parent's objection was againſt his 
daughier*s marrying the man; or, that he was de/irous. 
of finding one. equally immoral and trreligious, to whom 
he might give her in marriage. 

Bur, according to our author, the folly and ſtupi- 
dity ot a parent, in heſitating on ſuch a point as this, 
would be heightened by the conſideration that, ſhould 
he give kis daughter, 12 would be ſantiified, oy. ber buſ- 
band, and ber children would be buly. On this agree» 
able idea, our author enlarges 1h other parts of his 
plea ; and expatiates on the advantages of intermar- 
11ages between the frieads and enemies of Govp, till 
the happy proſpect of whole towns becoming religi- 
ous, opens upon him, 

On this device of Mr. H's, for propagating chriſ- 
tianity, and ſpreading religion over whole towns and 
communities; we have only to obſerve,---that mar 
ſees not as Gop ſeeth ; but the fooki/pneſs of Gov, is 
wiſer than the *vi/dom of men-- and, therefore, to pre- 
vent degenerncy, and guard againft religion s being en- 
tirely rooted out; Gop ſtric y enjoined on his anci- 


ent covenant people, <* neither ſhalt thou make mar- 


„ riages with them ;? (viz. the enemies of the Goo 
of Iſtael,) © thy daughter thap ſhalt not give unto 
* his ſon, nor his daughter ſhalt thou take unto thy 
* fon. For they will turn auay thy ſon from following © 
& me, that they may ſerve other gods.” Theſe were the 
reaſonings of the Deity in former times, reſpecting 
ſuch connexions. ** But we live in an age and country 
of new diſcoveries !” Bur, 
+ P. 19. F. 16. { Deat. vii. 3. 4+ 
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Bur, to render the church in Stockbridge compleat- 
ridiculons, our author propoſes a parable, in which 
two women are brought on the ſtage; one, an ene- 
my to CHRIST; the other a friend.“ The former, 
he repreſents in all the charms of beauty, with every 
endowment of nature and education; “ grace in all 
& her ſteps, heaven in her eye, in all her geſtures, 
& dignity and love.“ The latter, the very pifiure of 
deformity. Such, however, are the ſentiments of bis 
deluded church, that we prohibit our members marry- 
ing the former; and, preſent the latter as a ſuitable 
companion for life. | 

Henk, we can't but obſerve upon the art that is 
uſed to embeliſh the character of an enemy to CHRIS ; 
and, render that of one of his friends, contemptible 
and odious. To hear a miniſter of CHRIST, whoſe 
buſineſs it is, on the one hand, to repreſent vice in its 
native deformity and odious colours; and, on the 
other, virtue and piety, in their true beauty and loveli- 
neſs : yet place the former in ſuch an aſſemblage of 
natural beauties, as will tend greatly to conceal it; 
and the /a/ter in ſuch a group of deformities, as to 
obſcure its luſtre ; we fear, has an ill aſpect on reli- 

jon itſelf, In treating on the grave and ſolemn ſub- 
jects of friendſpip and enmity to CHRIS H;; miniſters, of 
all men, ought to be ſolemn and cautious. 

Bur, we would not willingly miſtake our author; 
or, in any degree miſrepreſent him. We were, at 
firſt, apprehenſive that his parable had an ill aſpect 
on religion itſelf, On farther reflection, it appears 

more 
P. 22. ad on. 
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more probable, that all the contempt is to fall on 
this unhappy church, For, by the creed which he has 
drawn up for us, and the faith which he repreſents as 
eſſential to communion with us, and the criterion of 
the religion of the church; we are led to ſuppoſe that, 
in his view, our characters, and that of chriſtianity have 
no alliance with each other, And, did Mr, H. con- 
ſider himſelf as drawing the ſeveral characters of a 
real friend and an open enemy to CHRIST ; we can 
hardly admit the thought that his own feelings toward 
the former, how ever they may be deſpiſed in the world, 
are not ſuch as would forbid his giving ſo evident an 
ad vantage, in his colorings, to the latter. 
Bur, in admitting this ſuppoſition, (the moſt fa- 
vorable to our author's views of any we could make) 
we find ourſelves embarraſſed by the reflection that, 
when he was before the council, in a very crouded 
aſſembly, he made the moſt full and generous profeſ- 
ſions of high, and even uncommon eſteem for us his 
dear brethren, the dear church in this place, and of cor- 
dial agreement with us, in ſentiment, excepting in the ' 
mailer then in agitation. And, his private letters to 
the paſtor, relative to the ſame ſubject on which his 
plea was made, ſtill hold the ſame ſtile, and breathe 
the ſame ſentiments of uncommon affe&ion and 
eſteem. In one, dated Coventry, December 3d, 1779, 
in which he informs me, he thought it his duty, in 
compliance with the © univerſal defire and urgent re- 
« queſt, among learned gentlemen of his acquain- 
„ tance in thoſe parts,” to give a copy of his plea 
for publication; he hath theſe words, I ſhould be 


S happy, 
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ee happy Ys dear fir, if you could kno my heart to- 
© wards you and all your dear connections; your 
* femily, people, comfort, uſefulneſs. Had I loved 
& you leſs, you might not have ſeen me at Stock- 
© bridge on that occaſion. » In another, accompa- 
ny ing a ptlnted copy of his plea which he preſented 
me, bearing date, 22d Feb. 1780, he fays, * Thoſe 
57 gentlemten that are called after Mr. Hopkins, are 
ee far from being deſpicable in my eſteem; no perfon 
© 1n this part of the country, has been more lender 
6 "of their tharatters,” or more affiduous in removing mi/- 
* conſtruFions of their principles than I have been. 
am in their ſentiments} as to divinity, in every thing 
te at concerns the faith and prattice of chriſtians ; I dif- 
fer from them en in abftruſe ' ſpeculations, and ſome 


ac ſeverinier with which the word of God is utterly un- 


«acquainted ; nor even in theſe, it they will rank 
ec them in their proper claſs, and call them the a- 
“ muſements of uncertain philoſophy. A 

Wiz" we conſider the - public lation and dame; 
ok the author of the plea before us; and, the union 
both of ſentiments, and uncommon — with 
the paſtor and brethren of this church, which he has 
ſo frankly profeſſed, both in a more public and pri- 
vate manner; it is hard for us to believe that, in the 
ludicrous picture hs has preſented of one, Who, by 
the members of a church, is eſteemed “ in a word, 
to have a ſrut underſtanding of the goſpel,” he meant 
to burleſque his dear brethren of the church in Stock- 
bridge. Tis more charitable, perhaps, to ſuppoſc, 


chat _ meant to put a caſe to which the extravagant 
humours 


IF, | 28 


humours of men might poſſibly lead them; from ths 
unhappy precedent given by this church, But, the 
caſe grows too ſerious to admit of remarks ; and e 
palpable to need them 

Our author would avail himſelf of an arguments 
againſt the principles and conduct of this church, from 
the obligations on mankind to unite in the bonds of 
civil ſoriety, He ſays, „ In all outward bleſſings of 
© common providence; it is the will of heaven that 
* all mankind unite in the ſtrongeſt bonds of union 
e and friendſhip. The word of Gop is fo full of thisz 
* from beginning to end, that quotations might be 
« endleſs, To love our neig bbor as ourſebves, is a very, 
e great command of the law.” Again, * we ought 
* to cement in the common kingdom of providence 
te with all poſſible harmony in every view, /0 promote / 
t thoſe good purpoſes which God has deſigned in the 
« world.” On which we obſerve, 

1. Tnar all this infers no obligation to any other 
union than that of benevolence and love; and, for no 
other purpoſe than the promotion of bat * which 
the Derrr, himſelf; hath in view. M In thete obſerva- 
tions we perfectly agree with Mr. H. Nor, do we 
apprehend that, either our principles, or conduct, in 
any degree militate againſt them. 

2. Ir is, therefore, evident that xo ofber union, nor; 

for any other purpoſes, is ever enjoined in the word of 

God. We are required to unite in friendſhip by 

that affection whereby we love our neighbor as our- 

fclves ; and, for the purpoſe of promoting the infi- 
H 


nitel 
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nitely benevolent purpoſes of our Creator toward 
mankind. The natural inference from ſuch an in- 
junction is, that we ought to unite in no different bands, 
and for no inferior, or oppoſite pur poſe. Accordingly, 
the apoſtle aſks, Know ye not that the friendſhip of the 
world is enmity againſs God ? and immediately adde, 
whoſoever, therefore, will be a friend of the world, is the 
enemy of God. * Therefore, is it manifeſt that thoſe 
divine precepts, reſpecting union in ſcciety and 
friendſhip, to which our author refers, are never 
obeyed where there is no regard to the benevolent pur- 
ſes of the Creator, and no diſintereſted good will to 
our geighbor. Where theſe are the objeis for which 
mankind are commanded to unite ; it is obvious, 
there can be m obedience without correſpondent, bene- 
volent affections. Therefore, 

3. Tux word of Gopcan require the friends of Chrift 
to unite, in worldly matters and concerns, with his 
open enemies, only in thoſe affairs wherein the external 
meaſures and conduct of both will be the ſame, though 
their internal views and ultimate object may be very di- 
verſe from each other. Thus, is there nothing to 
forbid men of very different and oppoſite characters 
uniting in “ the labors of the field, the defence of 
« our country, the means of education, attendance 
on a preached goſpel, &c.” For, however differ- 
ent their views may be, in theſe things; ſtill, the ont 
doth not obſtruct the other. 

4. Txzxse arguments, therefore, of our author, 
even allox ing them their utmoſt weight, * 
thing 


James iv. 4. 
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thing in favor of the principle in ſupport of which 
they are urged; unleſs it can be made to appear that 
the friends of Cukisr, and his open enemies, will 
unite in the ſame ex/ernal meaſures of education and 
government, of family and children--- meaſures as 
really fitted to ſubſerve the glory of Gop, and the 


everlaſting good of mankiad. Mr. H. ſays, © the. 
original deſign of marriage was” among other 


things, that children might be. well educated and pro- 
*« vided for---and this in proper ſubſerviency to the 
glory of Goo.“ If, therefore, the open enemies 
of Cuaisr will not unite with his friends, in the pro- 
per means and meaſures to attain theſe important ends: 
ſurely the marriage connexion ought never to he form- 
ed between them; as the original deſign. of, if, can ne- 
ver be jointly promated by them. It muſt be the 
height of folly to unite, in the means of education 

or the labors of the field, with. thoſe who would pull. 
down, as faſt as we can build ap. And, the ſenſe of 
this country has determined with, reſpe& to taking 
thoſe into union. with us, for its defence, who are 
open and avowed enemies to its independence and in 


tereſt, Equally abſurd. and inconſiſtent, myſt it be, 


where the grand object of the parent, reſpęctip the 
offspring of his own bowels, is, to educate and train 
them up to uſefulneſs and ſervice in the kingdom 
of CHhrIsT ; to unite in. thoſe matters which eſ- 
pecially concern the government and education, 
of children, with thoſe, whoſe both inſtruftiong, 
and examples, may all be expected to obſtruct the 
| very- 
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ytty end which ought to be the grand and principal 
object of parental care and concern. 

Ir it be a matter of indifference whither we become 
inſtrumental of bringing children into the world, to | 
enlarge the bounds of the Redeemer's kingdom, or to 
People the regions of horror and woe ; ther let people 
of every denomination and charakter intermix, in marri- 
age, as they pleaſe, If we are, in this connexion, ta 
have no. tegard to the good of CarisT's kingdom, or 
the eternal ſtate of our offfpring ; ben let civil tempo- . 
ral good and gratification be the only and ultimate object 
which engages our attention in forming the marriage- 
connection. The affair of the education and inſtruc. 
tion of children, according to ſcripiure repreſentation, 
is of vaſt and ſolemn importance. The wiſe and 

righteous conſtitution of Gov is ſuch, that parenty 
become the inſtruments of bringing children into the 
world under the curſe. But, that they ſhould be in- 
ſtrumental of bringing them, firſt into à world of ſin, 
and then, of eternal and everlaſting miſery ; is a con- 

- Oderation, we might well think, more impulſive on 
the human heart than that natural, conjugal affeclion and 
love, which gur author fo frequently repreſents as 
irreliſtible. 

" Thar, proviſion ſhould be made in that covenant 
wherein grace abounds even beyond what the offence 

Sad done, for parents becoming inſtrumental of the 
beſt, the ſpiritual good of their offſpring; is but a- 
gfecable to the repreſentations of the goſpel, and the 
abalogy of divine diſpenſations toward men. Tbere- 


bert it is that parents are called upon, in faith to dedi- 
cate 
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cite their children to Gop z commending them to the 
care, the patronage, the mercy of that glorious Bein 
in whole name they are baptiſed, But, as no good, 
according to the tenor of the goſpel coyenant, may, 
be — 2 either for ourſelves or children, Without 
ſome conditions on our part to be performed; parents are, 
alſo, commanded to bring up their cbiluren in ihe nurture 
and admonitipn of the Lord. + The divine promiſes, 
inſtitutions and injunctions reſpecting the ſeed and 
offſpring of his people, to ſay no more, at leaſt give 
encouragement to parents to hope that, through the 
bleſſing of Gon on their own pious labors, inſtructions 
and examples, they may be inſtrumental of delivering 
their dear children from the jaws of the devourer ; 
and, bringing them to eternal felicity and glory, _ 

T'azsE conſiderations can't but be of great weight 
with thoſe who wiſh the enlargeinent of the Redeem- 
ers kingdom, conſider the amazing importance of thoſe 
eternal ſcenes that are before us, and feel themſelves, 
either now, or about to be, the parents of a tender off. 
ſpring whoſe compleat happineſs in heaven, or unut- 
terable torment in hell, is greatly ta; depend, under 
Go, on the wiſdom, the prudence, the piety of their 
own conduct toward them, 

Bur, to ſuch as would croud theſe painful and g 
ideas out of their minds---who know no other g 


— 
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than what is to be enjoyed in the preſent life. ho 
ſeek no other connexions than ſuch as are civil and 
temporal. and form no other friendſhip than will be 
dcſolved by death; nothing will be more grateful than 
TO 


+ Epheſ. vi. 4. 


was © 

to hear that---marriage is a connexion merely ſocial, ci- 
vil and temporal---that it has no relation to religion, or 
fo the kingdom and church of Chriſt, any more than © a 
% grape-vine, or a branch of it, or a field of wheat, 
« or even a thief.” This dofirine will free from num- 
berleſs diſagreeable reſtraints : zbis, will unfetter the 
heart, and give the reins to the warm and vigorous 
affections of youth | 

Tusk are not the only confiderations, however, 
upon which we apprehend the principles and conduct 
of the church in Stockbridge, capable of vindicati- 
on. For, 

1. ALL will acknowledge the vaſt diverſity of cha- 
rafter which ſubſiſts between the friends and the ene- 
mies of CHRIST. And, diverſity of character, we are 
all ſenſible, conſiſt in difference of the moral affections. 
All the difference there is, in the moral affection of 
men, lies in their different tendencies and terminations. 
What makes the affections of one, different in kind from 
thoſe of another, is that they terminate on different 
objects. The moral affection of the friends of Cuxlsr, 
terminate on the glory of Gon, and the good of his 
Kingdom; thoſe of his enemies, on themſelves, and 
their own pleaſures and exaltation, 

2. The moral affections of the friends of CHRIST, 
are ever repreſented in the holy ſcriptures, as bearing 
ſway, and being the governing principle of action. 
It is a maxim of the goſpel, as well as of common 
ſenſe, that the tree is known by its fruit----that the in- 
- ternal character is of a piece with the general tenor 


of the external conduct. On this ground it is that 
48 T: characters 


* 


00-3 


characters ate deſcribed, and bleſſings pronounced, 
in the word of Gov. Thus David deſcribeth the cha- 


rater and bleſſedneſs of thoſe who ſhall be finally ac- 


cepted of Gop, * Bleſſed is the man that walkers 
« gt in the counſel of the ungodly, nor fandeth in 


« the way of the ſinner, nor ſitteth in the ſeat of the 
4 ſcornful.--. He that walketh. aprigbiſy and worketh 


&« righteouſneſs---in whoſe eyes a vile perſon is con- 
« temned, &c. ſhall never be moved. A 

3. Tux affections, the characters, and the purſuits 
of the friends, and the enemies of Cuxisr, being ſo 
exceedingly various; over and above the explicit di- 
rections of the word of God, it is eaſy to judge, in a 
variety of caſes, with reſpect to external actions, what 
is ſuitable and correſpondent, both to ihe one and to tbe 
other, Paul ſays to the Theſſalonians, *©* But as touche 
© ing brotherly love, ye need not that I write unto. 
* you : for ye, yourſelves, are taught of God to love one 
© another, 1 Some things are ſo natural a fruit, ſo 
plain a dictate of true religion in the heart, that we 
ſcarcely need the direction of an explicit precept. 
Many things are fo obviouſly inconliſtent with the 
chriſtian character, and ſo manifeſtly injurious to the 
beſt, the ſpiritual good and intereſt of the followers 
of Cnx1sT ; that even without reflection, on fic 
propoſal, they meet the diſapprobation of all who are 
acquainted with the nature and operation of the chriſ- 


tian ſpirit. Now, then, 


4. Lew any one, in the lively exerciſes of true rea 


ligion, impreſſed with a deep and tolema ſenſe of the 
| infinite 
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Iinflaite worth and importance of eternal and unſeen 


things ; confult, with himſelf, on the character of 
one whom he ſhoy}d chooſe for a companion, for life, 
in a relation of all others the moſt intereſting to his 
more private ſpiritual comfort and edification. Let 
him conſult the vnerring oracles of Gov; on the dif- 
ferent characters there drawn of the friends and ene- 
mies of CH AIST: let him obferve how theſe different 
characters are there repreſented as ſtanding affected to 


tious the company; the ſociety, the communication of 
ly knows the heart; and the tendencies of things : let 
him advert to the miſchiefs and evils which, in the 
various ages of the world, have ariſen from the inter- 
marriages of the people of Gop, with his open ene- 
mies; and, obſerve the ſeveral gradations by which 


inroads have been made on the church of CHRISTA, 


Long temptations inſinuated into the hearts of his peo- 
pie : | 
above all things to the glory and kingdom of CHRIST, 
and thirſts earneſtly for more near and intimate com- 
munion with Him, ſeriouſly attend to theſe thingss 
and give them their proper weight; and, then enquire 
whether he can find it in his heart to take into bis very 
boſom for 3 companion in thoſe concerns wherein his 
ſpiritual peace, proſperity and good are moſt nearly 
and intimately intereſted ; an opea enemy to CRHRIS＋T 
and to that glorious cauſe, which, above all others, 
Lies uppermolt in his heart ! How mean and inferiour 
are the pleaſures of thoſe affections which are 3 

ledged 


. 


eachother: let him remember howdangerous and infec- 


the Werner are repreſented by H I M who perfect- 


Let any one, I ſay, who feels his heart united, 
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ledged to be but purely natural, compared to the more 
rational joys of ſocial intercourſe and communion 
between the friends and followers of CRI !---fo far 
inferior, we might ſuppoſe, as to be but a /in 

ſacrifice to be made to the latter. | 
Bur, moſt of all, ſhould_we take into view the feel- 
ings of a pious mother, who viewed herſelf the parent 
of a young and tender offspring whom ſhe had ſolemn- 
ly dedicated to Gp, and ſworn to train up for him; 
how can we ſuppoſe that they ſhould not recoil at the 
thought, of putting them under the care, direction and 
government of an open enemy of CarisT ! When 
ſhe felt heiſelf the inſtrument of bringing them into 
the world under. the curſe; and, that their complete 
happineſs iu h-aven, or unutterable torment in hell 
forever, greatly depended, under God, on her own 
conduct toward them: low could ſhe endure the 
thought of ſubjecting them to a ſituation in which 
their eternal all would, at leaſt, be greatly endangered 1. 
And, to do this, agaiaſt repeated warnings, admoni-! 
tions and counſels, and when the evil conſequences 
had been fully and clearly ſet before her; How 
could it conſiſt, either with faithfulneſs to Gop, 
her own ſolemn engagements, or a ptoper benevolent 
concern for the eternal ſalvation of the offspring of het 

own bowels! hows 
Iuraksseb with a ſenſe of the vaſt importance of 
ſuch conſiderations, however reluctantly to the feels 
ings which we poſſeſs in common with mankind, the 
church in Stockbridge proceeded in the cauſe which 
has acen the ſubject of ſo much ſpeculation in the 
OWE - country # 
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. Eountry ; and, to a degree which has ſubjected us to 
the cenſure of many of our fellow. chriſtians. To be 
the objects ff obloguy and contempt, we conſider as 
a great mnfelicity Abd the gentleman on the other 
fide the queſtion, we readily diſcern, has not been 
wanting in his endeayours to awaken a general indig- 
nation againſt us. But, we feel ourſelves, in a mea- 
ſuie, ſupported by the deciſion of a wiſe and very reſpec- 
Fable council; and, much more ſo, by a full conviction 
that we havethe authority of the wordofGod on our (ide, 

Many haye ſuppoſed that the principle which has 
been adopted by this church, may, in many caſes, in 
Its juſt and natural canſequences, occaſion a ſeperation 
of huſband and wife. For, a marriage which is un- 
lawfully commenced, it is urged, cannot be lawfully 
Cop/ignes. | 

But, tg this > 

1. THAT there is no inconſiſtency in ſuppoſing that 

It may be detrimental to the intereſt of religion for 


e Len of CHRIST to unite, in martiage, with his 
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pen enemies; and, yet, more detrimental, to diſſolve 5 
the union after it bas been commenced, than to contis 
nue it. And, if this is not neceſſarily inconſiſtent ; 
there is no abſurdity in ſuppoſing the the Great Law- 
giver of the church may forbid his followers uniting, 

in ſuch a relation, with his enemies; and, at the ſame 

ime, enjoin the continuation of the union after it has 
been commenced. A patent may forbid his daughter 
to unite; in marriage, with a perſon who addreſſes her * 
et, after ſhe has diſobeyed, conſiſtently enjoin it on 
er (9. be a kind and dutiful wife, CHRIS T's as 

| being 
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being not of this world, the laws and regulations of 
fr were never deſigned to interfere with che whotſons 
laws, the common good, of civit ſociety. It is eaſy 
to conceive that the good of his Kingdom might re: 
quire his people to abſtain from fach vnions as that 
under confideration : And, yet, that the ſtate of civil 
ſociety is ſuch as would render it very inexpedient,and 
hur ful to the intereſt of religion, to difſotve them, 
Therefore, 5 1 8 

2. Fok perſons to continue in the marriage: ſtate, 
under the above predicament; would by no means 
neceſſarily imply a continuance in ſin. If the intereſt 
of religion, and common good, required perſons to 
abſtain from fuch connexion; their forming them was, 
eonfequently ſinful, And, if the intereft of religion, 
and the common good, require, when, once formed; 
that they ſhould be continued ; their difſolving them 
would, of courſe, be ſinful. Accordingly, the apoſtle 


fays; in very expreſs and univerſal terme, If any bro- 


ce ther hath à wife that believeth not, and ſhe be pleas 
„ ſed to dwell with him, let him not put her away. 
& And, tbe woman which hath an huſband that belie- 
te veth not, and if he be pleaſed to dwelt with her, 
cc let her not l-ave him.“? 


Bur, ſays Mr. H. © What is it the church would 


i have cf this aggrieved woman; would they have 
& her forſake her hufband ? By no means No, ſhe 
& muſt come into a public aſſembly, before the whole 
“ congregation, (and her huſband among the reſt,) 


© and ſolemnly declare ſhe is forry ſhe ever mar- 


+ 1 Cor, vii. 13. 
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* ried him; then they muſt go home together, and 
live in all good harmony, as the loving hind and 
* pleaſant roe, Do not the gentlemen know that it 
6e is wholly impoſſible for any human pair (gracious 
% or not) to diſcharge the duty of huſhand and wife 
after ſuch a declaration?“ 
Oos author's concluſions, here, we apprehend, are 
rather precipitant. For, | | 
1. IT is on all hands conceeded that thoſe affecti. 
ons which may properly and ſtrictly be termed conju. 
gal are natural affeftions, like thoſe of parents, and 
children, &c, Therefore, no confeſſion, in the caſe 
before us, need be required or expected, inconſiſtent 
with the being and continuance of ſuch aff« tions, This 
grre/iſtible love, as Mr, H. terms it, remains unimpair. 
ed by all the penitence and confeſſion that can be ex- 
pected. Nor, 
- 2. WovLn the moſt unfeigned and deep repentance 
for having violated the laws of CRI, contracting 
the union with one of his enemies, imply a diminuti. 
on of real benevolence and good will toward the object , 
but, evidently the reverſe. And, therefore, the peni- 
tent, in ſuch a caſe would have every motive of be. 
nevolence and good will, and of that irreſſſtible love 
which is of ſuch great account with our author, to 
engage and ſtimulate to a moſt kind and faithful diſ- 
charge of the duties or the connubial ſtate. Therefore, 
3. REePENTANCE, in the caſe before us, could im- 
ply no change in any: of the affections toward the 
ohject in queſtion, except in thoſe which may — 
1 er 
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perly be termed complacential. Thoſe moral affecti- 
ons which had complacency in the character of an 
enemy of Cuxtsr, muſt have been finful : this, we ap- 
prehend, no one can deny. And, ſhould the uncon- 
verted party become a true friend to Chriſt, he would 
neceſſarily eſteem ir ſo, too. And, therefore; inſtead 
of being diſguſted at the evidences and expreſſions 
of ſuch a change of affections in a companion, he 
would be deligh'cd and gratified ; and, thencefor- 
ward would diſcharge the duties of the connubial 
ſtate, with far greater pleaſure and delight, When 
he reviewed his former character in its proper point 
of light, he would rejoice to ſee the evidence that his 
boſom friend held it in equa] deteſtation. And, this 
temper, in both, inſtead of diſturbing the peace, and 
interrupting the harmony of the marriage ſtate, would 
tend greacly to confirm it ; cementing its union, and 
increaſing its joy. All the change in the affections 
of one, who has thus violated the laws of Caa:T in 
contracting friendſhip and marriage with one of his 
enemies, that can be expected, or required, is, that 
they ſhould no longer have complacency in a charac- 
ter ſo hateful in the eyes bf infinite purity ; but, hold 
it in proper defeſtation, And, had ſuch a character, 
revious to the union, been properly eſtimated, and 
foitably abhorred ; we ſeruple not to determine, it 
would have prevented the marriage. 
_ Waar other affeftions, beſide thoſe already menti- 
oned there are, in human nature, that can be exerciſ- 
ed in the affair of marriage; or, other feelings that 
can be hurt, by the evidences and expreſſions of re- 
| pentance, 
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ntgnce, on either ſide, (unleſs it be thoſe of pride 
and wickedneſs,) we are unable, at preſent, to com- 
prchend. Thoſe affections only, therefore, which 
ought never to be conſulted, or thdulged, can object 
any evidence or teſtimony of repentance, that was 
* Ever expected or deſired by this church. 
„Henk, then, the public may ſee the true ground 
of our uneaſineſs with the unhappy woman whom 
we have excluded from our communion ; and, the 
real nature of the change which we expect, and wiſh 
to behold in her---A change, which, ſhould her huf- 
nd act the part of real ingenuity and candor, would 
ſa' far from interrupting the harmony of their mar- 
riage- connexion ; that it would greatly increaſe its joy · 
Non, do the members of this church yet deſpair of 
Ecing the time, but molt cordially wiſh for it, when 
Mr, Fiſk, himſclf, ſhall be brought, through the 
wer of divine grace, to view his former character 
d conduct with ſuitable deteſtation. And, ſhould 
8 period come, (which we pray Gop that it 
may) we ſhall be confident of the full weight of bit 
influence, joined to ours, to bring his boſom friend to 
the lively feelings and expreſſions of a truly humble 
and chriſtian ſpirit, Then, we truft, their happineſs 
would be ſubſtantial and permanent; and, as far as is 
conſiftent with the common evils and calamities of the 
prelent ſtate, complete. Thele are objects which we 
ſincerely wiſn; and, which have not been wholly out 
o& view in thoſe of our proceedings which, by many, 
have been deemed cruel and ſevere. 135 
Bur, ſecret things belong into {ht Lord our God : thoſe 


at 
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that are revealed unto us. Whether Gop, to hom ah 
diſpoſal of all affairs belongs, will ever ſee fir, in tis 
wiſdom and mercy to grant an iſſue to our imperfect 
views ſo de ſirable; is what muſt be left wholly with 


Him: But, his revealed will is aur rule of Wy | 


and, in a careful conformity to that, muſt we e 
and wait for a happy and favourable concluſion es an 
affair ia which many of our own feelings have geen 
ſenſibly touched and affected. 

Tur impropriety of various other obſervations in the 
plea before us, we thiok very capable of being expoſed, 
But we fear our Vindication has already been pro- 
tracted to a length that will be tedious to the reader. 
The correction of many miſs epreſentations of fais, fend 
in the Connecticut Gentlemans performance, we leave 
to the writer of the Appendix; whoſe abilities and 
integrity will do juſtice to the ſubject. | 

Wr can't cloſe the ſubject, however,; without res 
marking the unhappy turn of mind, with regard a8 
ſerious matters, which ſeemed to have Zotten 
of the writer of the plea, To burleſquè a ſiſtef . church, 
and turn the laugh of the country upon perſons for 
whom he expreſſeth the higheſt eſteem z ſeems to be 

n object of far greater conſideration with him, chan 
air and clear illucidation of truth. Bur, ſenſible of 
our own liableneſs to prejudice, we leave this r 
to the more impartial deciſion of the candid public t 


And, our whole cauſe, to HIM who Judgeth righteous 
judgment. 
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REMAR KS on a PL E A before the 
yenerable Eccleſiaſtical Council, &c. 
With the Subſtance of à Reply to ſaid 
Plea, as delivered before ſaid Coun- 
cil. By JOHN BACON, A. M. 
A Member of the Church at Stock- 
bridge. | 


T is a painful taſk that has fallen to me, to make 

ſuch remarks as juſtice to the cauſe of truth, and 
the character of the church at Stock bridge require, on 
the preface and poſtſcript to a plea publiſhed by a 
a gentlemaa, whoſe reputed character is ſuch, as that 
of the Rev. Mr. Huntington, of Coventry, in Con- 
necticut. It is no leſs diſagreeable, to be under a ne- 
ceſſity, of ſaying any thing to the diſadvantage of a 
neighbour, againſt whom (it I am not greatly deceived) 
I am very far from fecling the leaſt perſonal ill-will, 
or unkind affection. 

Ma. H. ſp-aking of the conduct of the church, re- 
lative to Mr. Fiſk, ſays, * Their judgment was found- 
« ed on a few expreſſions, which they had heard of, 
from him, which, indeed, favored too much of the 
E camp.“ Tux 


* 


. 


Tur gentleman has not mentioned what thoſe ex? 
preſſions were; but, from the manner in which he 
ſpeaks of them, we ſhould naturally ſuppoſe, they 
were of but trifling conſideration, and did not more 
than border on profaneneſs. Some of them, however, 
we ſhall, hereafter, be under the diſagreeable neceſſity; 
to mention, | 

He ſays, Mrs, Deane had over heard him in uſing 
© ſome of thoſe phraſes,and reproved him, on which he 
«© immediately condemned himſelf, and aſked pardon g 
% and always ſtood ready, to receive the admonitiong 
« and diſcipline of the church, which he thought he 
« had a tight to, as a perſon baptiſed in his intancy.““ 
I aſk, is there a perſon to be found, unleſs a moſt per- 
fe& clown (however immoral and profane) who, on 
being gently reproved by a lady, would do otherwiſe & 


- 


„„ by a lady eſpecially, to whoſe favor, as Mr. H. ob- 
ſerver, he was very attentive to recommend himſelf. But! 
what kind of diſcipline does Mr. H. ſuppoſe, the 
church at Stockbridge had a right to exerciſe over Mr, 
Fiſk ? I confels, I have no idea of any right they 
ever had to exerciſe any kind of diſcipline over him 
any more than they have over any other perſon in the 
world, I know of no right the church has to diſci4 
pline any, but its own members. 

Mr. H. obſerves; that Mrs. Fiſk, on being excom2/ 
municated, felt herſelf much agrieved, and defired 
the hearing of a council :” That “ the churck 
granted her a council, on condition, ibey themſelves 
“ might deſcribe and nominate the miniſters and 
% churches ; then ſhe might chuſe one half, out of 
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& their own dĩſcription, and they the other. Such a 
* council ſhe muſt have, or remain as ſhe was.“ 
Whether this is a juſt, and impartial repreſentation ; 
or how far it is agreeable to truth, the public will 
judge, when they read the following vote of the 
church, agreeing to call a council, viz. That it be ihe 
minds of the brethren of this church to agree with Mrs, 
Levina Fiſk in calling a council to adviſe with reſpeci to 
abe methods of diſcipline which the church have adopted 
reſpecting ſaid Levina; the council to be mutually choſen 
by the church and ſaid Levina, the one hatf by the one, the 
other by the other , both parties, bowever, 10 be limited in 
#beir choice to ſuch miniſters and churches as are known to 
11/iſt on à viſibility of real grace, as a neceſſary qualification 
and term of church communion, Voted in the affirmative, 

PuRSVUANT to this vote, the council was choſen, 
without any other reſtriction, on the part of the 


1 church. Mr. Fiſk, on his part, inſiſted in the firſt 


Place, that no miniſter or church within this county, 
ſhould be called ; to which the church conſented. 
The council were then choſen agreeable to Mr. Fiſk's 
Propoſal ; which was in the following manner, viz, 
Mr. Fiſk gave in a liſt to the church, of ſuch a num- 
ber of miniſters and churches as he ſaw fit ; out of 
which the church choſe three. The church, in like 
manner, gave a liſt to Mr. Fiſk, of a number of mi- 
niſters and churches, {ſuch as they thought proper; 


dut of which, in behalf of his wife, he choſe three. 


[This is preciſely the method in which this council was 
choſen, With what juſtice or truth, Mr. H. can ſay, 


She was thus conſtrained to comply with the mea- 
Fo | « ſure; 


< 
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& ſure; the church deſcribed and nominated the gen- 
« tlemen,” I freely ſubmit to the reader to judge, 


without any further comment on the paſſage. He 


adds, “they convened, and did little more than to 
& dcfire their number might be enlarged, and that the 
e Rey*d Paſtor of the church, would publiſh all that 
he was able, to vindicate the proceedings thereof, 
e againſt Mrs. Fiſk.” | 

I BELIEVE few perſons of candor, who attend to tte 
reſolution of the council, will think this to be a fair 
and impartial repreſentation of the caſe. Fheir reſo- 
lution is in theſe words, viz. That conſidering the impor- 
tance of the queſtion, and the ſmallneſs of the council, it was 
adviſable that a larger council ſhould be called, for the pur- 
poſe of bearing and giving their advice on ſaid matters laid 
before tem; and that in the mean time Mr. Weſt ſhould 
publiſh bis ſentiments on the ſubjeck. 

Tus council, no doubt, had reaſon to expect, that 
what Mr. Weſt might publiſh, would be agreeable to 
the proceedings of the church; but that the vindica- 
tion of theſe praceedings, againſt Mrs. Fiſk, was the ob- 
ject the council had in view, cannot, I think, by any 
fair conſt ruction, be infered. The reaſon aſſigned by 
the council for this recommendation, at-the time, was, 
That there might be opportunity for the ſubject to be 
more thoroughly diſcuſſed, and all the light obtained, 
that was neceſſary for the determination of ſo impor- 
tant a queſtion. And indeed, I can hardly conceive 
of any thing they would havedone at that time, which 
would have been likely to operate more in favor of 
Mrs, Filk ; as hereby, opportunity was given for 

any 
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any one in oppoſite ſentiments to thoſe of che church, 
to vindicate her cauſe, and to evince, it poſſible, the 
Tutility of thoſe principles, on which the church had 
rounded their proceedings. And I verily believe 
That this was what the council had particularly in 
view, in adviſing as they did. They were undoubt- 
edly ſenſible that a very conſiderable part of the mi- 
niſters and churches in this land, were in oppoſite ſen- 
timents to thoſe of this church, with reſpect to their 
conduct in this matter. And they could not other- \ 
wile preſume, than that, if Mr. Weſt publiſhed his 
Jentiments on the ſubjeft, ſome gentleman of abilities 
would undertake to anſwer him,\and to vindicate the 
cauſe of Mrs. Fiſk : and this, it is obvious, might be 
done with much greater advantage, when the grounds 
of the church's proceeding were publiſhed. _ 
* Tart number of the gentlemen of the council,” 

Jays Mr. H. ** was doubled, under the ſame teſtricti- 
© ons as before; that is (as he afferts) the church de- 
ſcribing,” aud nominatiug the miniſters and churches, © and 
4 the church took care to have none in the nomina- 5; 
© tion, but ſuch as they thought had an exceeding ve- 

\ *© neration for their worthy paſtor, and his writings, 
*« as well as for the ſingular opinions and principles 
« of the church.”----What will the reader think of 
this bold aſſertion when he is aſſured, that it is ſo far 
from truth, that the church had neither leſs or more 
to do about the nomination, than canformable to mu- 
tual agreement between the church and party agriev- 
ed, to chuſe three out of twelve, nominated by the 


council who were firſt convened; while Mr. Fiſk, in 
| behalf 
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behalf of his wife, choſe the other three ! It is the 
rather ſyrprizing, that the gentleman ſhould have the 
face to make this public aſſertion, after the advantage 
he has had of informing himſelf; and more eſpecial» 
ly, as the whole affair was tranſacted in open coun- 
Cil, in the preſence and hearing of a crouded ayditory } 
Tur obſervations that have been made on the me- 
thod of chuſing this council, render it unneceſſary to 
make any particular remarks on the inſinuations that 
follow, reſpecting the party alliances, and extent of comn- 
try, through which the church has ranged, to colle& 
men that would ſerve their turn, 
As to what Mr. H, obſerves of this large council ad- 
Journing, after they had met, for want of evidence 
* againſt Mr. Fi ;”” I am not able to ſay, whether 
this was the ary, or principal reaſon of their adjourn- 
ing, or not. However this may be, it 1s fact, that 
the church, taking it for granted (as it had never be- 
fore been diſputed) that Mr. Fiſk's character, as a 
man openly profane and immoral, would be conceeded, 
had not taken care, previous to the meeting of the 
council, to furniſh themſelves with any particular evi- 
dence of his immorality, This being the cale, Ithink 
it is not very ſtrange, if there was a want of evidence 
at hand, on the part of the church; eſpecially when 
it is conſidered, that in caſes of this nature, we have 
no authority, as in civil cafes, to compel any one ta 
witneſs, contrary to his own voluntary conſent, 
Ma. H. it is true, ©* antecedent to the trial, obſerv- 
** ed, that the charge was very indefinite; becauſe 


tf ane open ſin of any kind, will vindicate the Charges 
— 28 
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& as expreſſed only in the poſitive, not in the compa- 
& rative, or ſuperlative degree.” To which it was 
replied, that what the church expected it would be re- 
quired of them to prove, was, à profane. and immoral 
CHARACTER ; they had no expectation, that being able 
to prove only one or 7wo particular inſtances of pro- 
faneneſs, would be ſufficient to ſupport their charge : 
and it was 1n this view, ſubmitted to the council, Be- 
| fides it may well be doubted whether it is in the power 
E * of language Yo expreſs, or even of a created mind to 
| concerve, how a charge of this nature, could be expre/- 
ſed in terms ſo definite and exact, as this gentleman” 
ſeems to think it was incumbent on the church to have 
done. Had the charge been expreſſed in the compa- 
rative degree, as this gentlemaua ſuggeſts, that is, as 
= - more profane and immoral than common; then the queſ- 
} tion that would immediately have ariſen upon it, muſt 
have been, ¶ bat are the degrees of profaneneſs and im- 

morality, which mankind in general, or on an average, are 

chargeable with ? But theſe, as this gentleman, ob- 

ſerves, being far more numerous than thoſe of la- 

& titude on the globe;” where is the creature that 

| will ſuppoſe himſelf capable of deciding this queſtion ? 
| Again; had the charge been expreſſed in the ſuperla- 
tive degree, as moſt profane; the utter impracticability 
of determining the queſtion muſt have been the ſame 
as before : for who, but that being only, who com- 
prehends infinity, will pretend to aſcertain the exact 
degrees of immorality and profaneneſs, to which the 
moſt abandoned ſinners have arrived? And this utter 
impoſſibility, the gentleman was doubtleſs adept enough 
in 
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in metaphyſics to be very ſen/ible of: for we may not can? 
ſider him as making an empty flouriſh, mearly to dif. 

play his critical learning, and wondrous parts. 
« IT may be proper,” ſays Mr. H. “ to acquaint 
« the reader that when the church firſt entered their 
« proceſs againſt Mrs. Fiſk, their accuſation was in 
dc theſe, or the like words, viz. That ſhe had marri- 
« ed a man that did not belong to rhe kingdom of 
« CHR1sT, not making any uſe of the phraſes, immo- 
de ral and profane. The expreſſions were afterwards 
e changed in meer policy.” What propriety there 
can be in acquarnting ihe reader with that which there 
is no truth in, nor the leaſt colour of reaſon for, I am 
utterly at a loſs. Of this the reader will judge for him- 
ſelf, after a candid peruſal of the whole proceedings 
of the church relative to this unhappy affair, as re- 
hearſed by the worthy paſtor, in the preceeding reply. 
Mr. H. adds, Their leading gentlemen, being won- 
e drous adepts in metaphyſics, were very ſenſible they 
% could prove Mr, Fiſk, or any other man, to be im- 
«< moral and profane----They readily diſcerned that a 
« ſingle departure from the moral law, is immoral ; 
% and that whatever is immaral, is in ſome ſenſe, pro- 
cc fane: They knew it was much eaſier to prove a 
% man, in ſome degree, immoral and profane, than to 
„prove him unregenerate; and as theſe words have 
* a harſh and frightful ſound, there was great policy 
ce in ſubſtituting them at laſt in the charge, inſtead 
<« of ſaying (as they did at firſt) that the woman was 
« puilty of marrying a man that was not a true chriſ- 
« tian; or in words of equal mildnels.--- They ony 
IS „how 
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& how to alarm the minds of people with indefinite 
4 ſound.”---In what an odious, deteſtable, and ſhock - 
ing point of light, are theſe leading gentlemen, theſe 
wondrous adepts in metaphyſics, held up to the view 
of the public ! and if this be a juſt repreſentation 
of their conduct, I freely confeſs they deſerve all that 
contempt and abhorrence which it is poſſible to ex- 
Cite in the minds of the public againſt them !---But 
will Mr. H. maintain, or will he name a © gentleman 
perfectly acquainted with the whole affair from the 
« beginning,” who will ſay---or will any gentleman 
of character conſent to have his name mentioned, as 
ſaying, that the church, or any one member of it, ar- 
tzued on the ſudject, during their whole proctedings 
with Mrs. Fiſk, in the manner here repreſented ? 1 
preſume he will not; I preſume he will not undertake 
to prove his aſſertions ,---I preſume there is not a gen- 
tleman on earth who will conſent to have his name 
mentioned as affirming that this was, in fact, the caſe, 
Indeed, to ſpeak in as gentle terms as the cafe will 
admit; this whole paragraph is fo fraught with in- 
jurious miſrepreſentations, and allegations, not found- 
ed in truth, that it is really aſtoniſhing, that any gen- 
tleman of character, eſpecially one of the ſacred order, 
ſhould have the effrontery to make them, even in pri- 
vate converſation ; much more, by publiſhing them 
to the world, to palm them on his readers, as an im- 
partial relation of facts !----Mr., H. I am ſenſi- 
ble, has, in his poſtſcript, advertiſed an amendment, 
by deſiring “ the reader to read ples, or pleadings, in- 
7 ſtead of charge in the preface, However,” as - 
we 


AS... 


well obſerves, t the difference is very ſmall, if any. 
And we are as IRtle obliged to him for the amend- 
ment; ſince the paragraph, as it now ſtands, is as far, 
from truth as it was before. 


I ﬆHALL not take up much of the readers time, with 


particular remarks on what Mr. H. has wrote in his 
Er. which is repleat with inſinuations and 

eers, to the diſadvantage of a reſpeCtable part of the 
miniſters and churches in this land: but defire the 
reader to compare the two firſt paragraphs of his poſt- 
ſeript with his private profeſſions of friendſhip and 
_ eſteem, as expreſſed in a letter to the Rev. Mr. Weſt, 
the worthy paſtor of this church, and inſerted in the 
preceeding reply: P. 55, 56: 

How much weight the public ought to lay uport 
the ſeyere cenſure implied in theſe ungenerous ſneerss 
the reader will judge, when he confiders that they 
come from a gentleman, whoſe private profeſſions are 
ſuch as are expreſſed in the letter above referred to. 

W muſt for the preſent, remain at a loſs; what to 
underftand by what this gentleman ſays (ſuppoſing 
him to a& an honeſt and generous part) when he in- 
forms us, that the reaſon why he makes no comment on the 
reſult of the council, is, becauſe he looks uponit the moſt conſpi- 


cusous Comment on il ſelf that be ever ſaw in bis life. Eſpecis 
ally muſt we be at a loſs, when we recollect, that at 


the time the reſult was declared, no gentleman appear- 
ed more cordially to Ne of it 5 and, with the 
greateſt appearance of (incerity, ſignified his approba- 
tion, by repeated expreſſions of thanks ta particular 
members of the council for their 19i/e and good ha 
H 
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Tus “ letter from a very judicious and valuable 
&« friend,” whoſoever it might be before, Mr. H. by 
« obtaining liberty to ſubjoinꝰ it, has now made intirely 
his own. As to the end Mr, H. had in view, in ob- 
Taining liberty to ſubjoin this letter, I conclude it muſt 
be, either one or the other of the following, viz. Either 
"it. For the ſake of the reaſoning and argumentation 
contained in it. Or, 2d. For the encomiums therein 
expreſſed on his performance. Or, 3d. For the un- 
kind and groſs reflections on the venerable council, 
and a very reſpectable number of other miniſters and 
Churches in this land. Or, 4th. For confirmation of 
what he hath advanced, as an authority or witneſs to 
the truth. | 
As to the firſt of theſe ſuppoſitions, I preſume the 
author himſelf never meant it as a piece of reaſon- 
ing, or argumentation. And to ſuppcſe Mr. H. was 
at the pains to obtain liberty to publiſh it, either for the 
ſake of the encomiums therein expreſſed on his own 

rformance, or of the illiberal reflections on the coun- 


ci}, &c. would be an impeachment, eicher of his mo- 


deſty or candor.----If then, it was for the ſake of con- 
firmation, as a witneſs to the truth and validity of his 
arguments, his candor and tenderneſs ; | beg leave to 
query, Whether it is not tantimount to the teſtimony 
of two witneſſes ? This nameleſs writer, teſtifies, on 
His part, Your arguments may be cavelled at, but 
£ never can be refuted, I think the point ir contro- 
« verſy ſettled once for all. Your charity and ten- 
e« derneſs to the gentlemen you oppoſe, is like the 
the whole of your converſation about them,” __ 
ahactacS _ An 
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And, Mr. H. teſtifies in l that this writer is“ a 
very judicious and valuable friend.” But not being 
very tenacious of my own conjecture, I leave it with 
the candid reader to conſider, and judge for himſelf. 

I am not inſenſible that in the courſe of theſeremarks, 
I have treated the character of Mr. H. with a leſs de- 
gree of delicacy, than that which every gentleman 
who writes with candor, or even conſiſtent with truth, 
has a right to expect. But that part of his perfor= 
mance which it hath fallen to me to remark upon, (I 
am ſorry to ſay it,) is fraught with uch illiberal re- 
flections, injurious mĩſtepreſentations, and aberrations 
from truth, as compel me to deviate from the delicacy 
and tenderneſs, with which I would chooſe at all times 
to treat the character of every individual of the hu- 
mon race, 

I nope the gentleman will alter his determination, 
and write again on the ſubject. It is certainly incum- 
bant on him to clear up his character, which, in ſome 
reſpects, at leaſt, now. labors hard in the view of the 
public. 
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ADVERTISEMENT, 
T H E following Reply being drawn 
from notes taken while the Gen- 


tleman who plead the cauſe of Mrs. Fiſk 


was delivering his Plea, thoſe who were 
preſent at the time of the debates, will 
* it to be a more exact Reply to 


aid Plea, as delivered before the Coun- 


cil, than as it now appears in public 
Print,----Had the Author confined him- 
Jelf to the Plea, as it is now publiſhed, 
he muſt, in a number of inſtances, have 
made material alterations in his Anſwers, 
from what they were as originally deli- 
vered before the Council. As the Reply 
now appears, it is the ſame, with but 
{ſmall verbal variations from what it was 


- when firſt delivered. 
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Mr. Moderator and Gentlemen of the Council, 


OUR patience, which has been conſpicugus - 
during theſe long debates, is, I fear, by this time, 
nearly exhauſted, So much has been ſaid alrea- 

dy, and ſaid ſo well, by the gentlemen who have 
ſpoke before me, that it is with diffidence, I crave 
your attention for a moment or two, while I make a 


few very brief remarks on what thejworthy gentleman 


has ſaid who ſpoke laſt, N 
Taz gentieman, has once and again, complained. 
that his arguments have not been fairly looked in the 
face. Thoſe of his arguments which I ſhall take no- 
tice of, I will endeavor, at leaſt, to look in the face; 
whether I ſhall be able to anſwer them, or not, the ve- 
nerable council, will judge. . 
Bur, in the fut place, gentlemen, I will frankly on- 
fels, that fome of thoſe texts which have been urged, 
on our fide the queſtion, do not appear to me to be 
fraught with that evidence which would be defirable, 
were there no other conſiderations, by which the pto- 
ceedings of the church, in that important caſe which 
now lies before you, might be ſupported. The texts 1 
particularly refer to, are, iſt Cor. vii. 39. and, 2d Cor. 
vi. 14. Iwill, for myſelf, conceed to the gentleman, 
that thoſe texts will admit of a different conſtruction 


from that which has been put upon them. "4 
| | Taz 


1 

Tux gentleman has ſtated the queſtion, which now 
lies before the council, in the following words, viz. 
% Whether a Chriſtian church may tolerate its meni- 
<< bers in marrying with perſons openly profane, to that 
degree which Mr. Fiſk appears to be?“ . This 
Rating, I conceive, does not take up the matter, pre- 
ciſely as it ought to lie before the council. | 

Tx queſtion, I conceive, ought rather to ſtand thus; 
Whether, in a widow, under thoſe circumſtances, Mrs. Fi 
was, at the time of ber marrying Mr. Fiſk, it is a cenſurable 
erime for her to marry with a perſon openly profane, to that 
degree which be then appeared to be? 

In ſpeaking to this queſtion, I beg leave briefly to 
remark on ſome of the principal arguments, which the 
worthy gentleman has advanced ; and, then, to ſay a 
few words to this particular caſe, as I have now ſta- 
ted it. 

Tre gentleman ſeems to inſiſt, that very little has 
been proved to the diſadvantage of Mr. Fiſk's moral 
character. He ſays, He ſeems to have been unguarded in 
bis expreſſions, in five or fix inſtances. In order here to 
look the gentleman's argument in the face, I find my- 
{elf laid under the painful neceſſity of reciting ſome of 
thoſe inſtances, as teſtified before the council. | 

Tre Rev. Mr. Weſt has teſtified, That being in 
converſation with Mrs, Deane, (now Mrs. Fiſk) upon 
the ſubject of her propoſed marriage, ſhe ſaid, She had 
beard him ſwear and take God's name in vain. | 

Mas. Whittleſey has teſtined, That Mr. Fiſk being 
at her houſe, and in converſation about his propoſed 


marriage, he ſaid, I is not Stephen Weſt, Tim, Edwards, 
| all 
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all the deacons; nay, nor all the divels in hell ſhall prevent 
our ſettling together, | 
Ma. Ball has teſtified, That he heard Mr. Fiſk ſay, 
Stephen Weſt, Tim Edwards, or I, Hall die, Mr. Ball re- 
plied, Mr. Fiſt you are ioo bay. Mr. Fiſk replied, 
Zy the living God it ſhall be ſo. 
Ma. Curtis's evidence, as related by Mr, Weſt, and 
admitted ' by the aggrieved party, is, That he (Mr. 
Curtis) went to Mrs, Deane, and told her what he had 
been informed Mr. Fiſk's character was; ſhe replied, 
I know that he will ſwear, | 
Mx. Smith, who lived at Mrs. Deane's, has teſtified, 
That he heard Mr. Fiſt frequently uſe profane language, 
fuch a, Damn it,---God damn it,] ſwear, c. while be 
boarded with Mrs. Deane. 
Ma. Whittleſey has teſtified, That as be was return- 
ing from meeting on the Sabbath, be paſſed Mr. Fiſts ſleigh 
Mrs. Deane and ber ſon Silas, (a child of about ten years 
old) were in the ſleigh ; the child was holding the whip ; 
that ſoon after ke paſſed ihe fleigh, he beard Mr. Fiſk ſay, 
God damn that whip ; and directly after that, God damn © 
your ſoul to bell. ; 
Tust are ſome of the inſtances, in which the wor- 
thy gentleman conceeds, that Mr. Fiſk has been un- 
guarded in his expreſſions. And if it be conſidered how 
very difficult a thing it is, in its own nature, to prove 
a character by an induction of particular inſtances of 
conduct, the ſhort ſpace of time in which it is judged 
proper that the conduct of Mr. Fiſk ſhould be brought 
into queſtion ; being no longer than that which in- 
tervened between his coming into this town, and his 
marriage; 
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marriage; and this top, the time, when he had pecu- 
liar inducements to be on his guard, with reſpe& to 
his condi ct, it being that very junctyre of time, in 
which, as the gentleman who ſpoke laſt, has well ob- 
Jerved, He was very attentive to recommend himſelf to the 
good opinion of Mrs. Deane ; Add to this, the peculiar 
difficulty of adducing evidence in all trials of this na- 
ture; their being no authority, by which, to compel 
any one to give evidence, together with the natural 
backwardneſs there is in people to rife up in public, 
and witneſs againſt their neighbors, unleſs compelled 
thgreto. And beſides all this, it is worthy of parti- 
cular remark, that thoſe who would moſt readily feel 
their obligation to give evidence in 2 caſe like this, 
are the perſons before whom any one of tolerable 
breeding and common good manners, would be likely 
to abttain from the uſe of language groſlly profane, 
unleſs he had caſt off all reſtraint, and given himſelf 
pp to it without the leaſt reſerve, All theſe things 
being duly conſidered, I can't but think the character 
now in queſtion, is proved beyond all reaſonable diſ- 

ute. T he particular expreſſions that have been wit- 
ne ſſed to, conſidering the circumſtances accompanying, 
are ſuch, as I preſume, were never known to come 
from the mouth of any perſon, ualeſs of one, whoſe 
character was that of profane and immoral to a high 
degree. One of the witneſſes who lived in the ſame 
houſe with Mr. Fiſk, in the family of Mrs. Deane, 
and that, during the time of their courtſhip, the time 
when he * as ſo peculiarly attentive to recommend 


himſelf to her good opinion, has teſtified, that he heard 
; him 
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him frequently uſe profane language; and, not önlx 
profane, but ſuch as I ſhould deem to be, groſ5ly pro- 
fane and immoral, And, if the frequent uſe of lan- 

uage, thus groſsly profane, does not conſtitute a pro- 
* and immorul cbaracter, I confeſs, Mr. Moderator 
I am utterly at a loſs to know what can do it. I verily_ 
belive, there are few perſons to be met with; even 
amongſt the moſt profligate, againſt whom more in- 
ſtances of profane language can be proved, in fo ſhort 
a ſpace of time, as that to which evidence is reſtricted 
in the preſent caſe, than have been proved againſt Mr. 
Fiſk ; eſpecially, where there have been fuch peculiar 
inducements to the perſon to uſe circumſpect ion, and 
be on his guard. For my own part, I can ſay, I have 
been acquainted with many perſons; in various parts 
of this continent, of notoriouſly profane and immoral 
characters: And, ſince this matter has been under de- 
bate, have been endeavoring to recollect particular in- 
ſtances of profaneneſs in fome, whoſe characters, in 

this reſpect, are the moſt notorious ; and, I really 
find myſelf unable to recollect fo great a number of 

particular inſtances of this kind, in any one perſong 
during my whole acquaintance, as have been proved 
againſt Mr. F;\k, in that ſhort ſpace of time, in which 
it is judged proper that evidence ſhould be adduced for 
this purpoſe. And, let any one now make the experi- 
ment for himſelf, by endeavouring to recolle& particu- 
lar inſtances of this kind; and, I aniconfident, (unleſs 
his memory ſerve him better than mines does me) he 
will find himſelf nearly in the ſame ſituation which I 
am, with reſpect to the matter. I would not be uns 
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derſtood, gentlemen, to intimate, that I think Mr, 
Fiſk to be a man of the 1 profane character that 
ever exiſted, or, that I was ever acquainted with. All 
that I aim at is, to illuſtrate the extream difficulty, if 
not utter impracticability, of proving a character by an 
induction of particular inftances of conduct, with 
that ſame demonſtrative evidence, which ſome parti- 
cular matters of fact, may eaſily admit of. 

Tus gentleman, to whoſe arguments I am attending, 
has urged in favor of the cauſe he has undertaken to 
ſupport, That ihe prohibition to the Iſraelites, relative 10 
marriage, had no reſpe to gracicus qualifications, but to 
leneal deſcent only, ———=— To this 1 anſwer, 15, 

Ir does not appear that any other qualification 
was requiſite, in order to church-communion, under 
that diſpenſation. It is, I think, apparent, that under 
the Jewith diſpenſation, the ſame qualifications were 
required with reſpect to marriage, which were require 
ed in order to church-communion. The truth is, the 
Iſraelites were a typical people; and, if any argument 
can be drawn froin thence pertinent to the preſent caſe, 
I conceive it is moſt apparently in our favor. But, I 
confeſs, gentlemen, I do not reft the cauſe now before 
you, on arguments drawn from the Jewiſh diſpenſati- 
on. I conceive the method of reaſoning from types 
and ſhadows, in ſupport either of the doctrines ot 
practice to be received under the goſpel diſpenſation, 
to be, in general, too precarious and uncertain, 
Tux gentleman inſiſts, hat marriage is not a ſpiritual, 
vut merely a ſocial or temporal connexion , and, has addu- 
ed a great variety of arguments to prove his mm 

ut, 


But, I dont find. that one is inclined to conteſt this 
matter with him. How he came to imagine there 
was ſo much reaſon to labor this point, I am ata loſs 
to conceive, We readily agree, that it is as really a 
connexion of a civil, or ſocial nature, as that between 
ruler and ſubject, parent and child, or maſter and ſer- 
vant, Bur, we can by no means agree with. him, 
that it will hence follow, that things may not be ſo 
circumſtanced, as to render perſons highly criminal in 


forming either of thoſe connexions, Marriage is a 


civil, or ſocial connexion : But, will it hence follow, 
that it is not a cenſurable crime in a man to marry his 
own mother, or ſiſter, or his father's wife ? By no. 
means. It's being a civil, or ſocial tranſaction, there. 
fore, does by no means prove, that Mrs. Filk is not 
cenſurably criminal, for marrying as ſhe has done. 
And, therefore, from this, which the gentleman con- 
fiders as the capital cauſe, being gained, I conceive, 
nothing will follow, that can, in any meaſure, ſerve 
the caule in which he is engaged, 

Tae gentleman is . That if the princi- 
ple which. this church. has adopted, be true, the marriage. 
now under conſideration, is, in its own nature null aud vaid. 
His argument here, I conceive, goes upon, the. 
ſuppoſition, that any tranſaction being wrong, what- 
ever relation, connexion, or obligation, may be ſup- 
poſed to flow from, or take place in conſequence of, 
ſuch tranſaction, is of courſe, null and void. But 


this reaſoning is, moſt certainly, not altogether conclu- 


five, A tranlaction may, in many inſtances be wrong, 


and yet, this not make void thoſe connexions and du- 
ties 


* 
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Hes which ariſe from, or take place in conſequence of 
ſuch tranſact ion. E. g. It was a wicked piece of con. 
duct in the !ſraclites to make themſelves a king; and 
Gb, in a ſolemn manner, teſtified his diſapprobation 
of their conduct herein : But ſtill, after they had 
done this, the wickneſs of their conduct herein, did 
not nullify their allegiance, or diſcharge them from 
their obligation to be dutiful and loyal ſubjects. A 
perſon not duly qualified to enter into covenant, and 
receive baptiſm, either for himſelf, or his child, under 
thoſe circumſtances, it was wrong in him to preſume 
upon that folemn tranſaftion ; Yet, this does by no 
means nuility the baptiſm that is adminiſtered in con- 
Jequence thereof. The covenant which Joſhua ang 
the elders of Iſrael made with the inhabitants of Gi- 
beon, was wrong, and contrary to the expreſs com- 
mand of Gop : Yet this did not make void that cove. 
nant after they had entered into it, In like manner, 
it may have been wrong, yea, 2 cenſurable crime, in 
Mrs. Fiſk to marry as ſhe has done; and yet, this not 
gullify and make void the marriage. | 
Tut gentleman inſiſts, bat we marry not the praces, 
er vices of the perſon ;, but the perſon fimpiy.----Be it ſo: 
Yet, the worthy gentleman would do well to inform 
us, what he includes in his idea of perſon ? whether he 
means the body only; and that no, idea, either of 
mind, relation, conſanguinity, or character, are to 
come into conſideration ? If this is not his meaning, 
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vious to her marrying Mr, Fiſk, to conſent to marry 
a perſon of an openly. profane and immoral character 
Taz gentleman makes the ſuppoſitjon of two per- 
ſons being preſented to his choice for marriage; one 
a perſon of piety, but exceedingly deformed, and in 
other reſpects very diſagreeable ; the other uafegene- 
rate, but poſſeſſed of every natural embelliſhment that 
can render her amiable z and aſks, Which ef the . 
ſhall chooſe for the dear partner of all bis delights 7 To 
this query, gentlemen, altho? as I humbly conceive * 
not very pertinent to the caſe before you, I will never- 
theleſe, attempt a very ſhort anſwer, Perhaps it may 
not be his duty to chuſe either of them. If the gen- 
tleman will propoſe a caſe in which it ſhall certainly 
appear to he his indiſpenſible duty to chuſe, either 
one or the other; perhaps it will then be incumbent 
on us, to determine which of the two it ſhall be. But 
the worthy gentleman has anſwered the queſtion him 
ſelf : He would claſp the lovely creature 10 his breaſt 4 a 
preſames there is not a man upon tarih who would #0f ts. 
the ſame. But with reſpect to the unhappy picturs ct. 
natural deformity, he juſtly obſerves, ibat nature ro. 
coils, and laaths the einbrace. | | 
Here, gentlemen, I beg leave to query, Whether 
to ane of a renewed or good moral taſte, a pefſon of 
an openly profane, or deformed moral cbarattery is not 
as neceſſarily the object of diſplaceney and avefliohy 
as one full of natural deformities, is, to 4 perſon of 4 
delicate natural taſte? For my own part, gentlemen, 
1 verily believe this to be in fact the caſe : I think it 
is rational to ſuppoſe it; and if I am not ne 
dd en 
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Aken, it is an idea abundantly held up in the holy 


ſcriptures. It is repreſented as the character of a juſt 
man, that in his eyes, @ vile perſon is contemned. Plal. 
XV. 4. An unjuſt man, ſays Solomon, is an abomination 
#0 the Juſt, Prov xxix. 27, David, it I miſtake not, 
holds up the ſame idea in very ſtrong and emphatical 
terms, when he ſays, Pla]. cxxxix. 21, 22. Do not [ 
Sale them, O Lord, that hate thee ? I hate them with per- 


e batred: I count them mine enemies. And again, 


Pal, ci. 17. He that worketh deceit ſhall not dwel! within 
gy Houſe : be that telleth lies ſhall not tarry in my fg bi. 
Tux gentleman ſuppoſes, that the Sadduces who came: 
#8 Chrift with that inſnaring queſtion about the woman who. 
Sal been married is ſeven hujhands ſucceſſively, entertained. 


e ſame ſentiments with this church, reſpetiing marriage, 


| iz. 

"+ What is here ſaid, I take to be what Mr. H. refers to, when . 
he ſays in bic printed Piea, (P. 11) but one of my opponents 
** ſays, that David lated the wicked with peiſcft hatred ; and 
„ thence inſers that there can be no conjagal love be ween the 
* converted and unconveried,”” The only reaion I have to fup- 
poſe He refers to this page, or to the author in particular, is, I 
don't remember that ary othet gentleman who ſpoke before the 


council, quoted theſe words of David in the 139: Pialm; or, that 


the author mentioned them at any other time, or for any other 
purpoſe than in the above paragrap.i. Bat, the repreſen à on 

which the gentlemen here mates of the reaioning of hit opponents, 
Is not leſs candid, or farther. frac truth, than in many other parts 
of bis Plea, I at a liitle ſu:p7 2d, that when the ; entieman un- 

dertook to form ar. uments, I. „ might have the honour to 
confute them he had not inven ed i-me that were more ingenious 

than thoſe wü ich he has put in the mouths of hr opponents ; fince, 

the more ſorm dabla the power t'.5t i» varquibed, the more ho- 

norable is the triumph, He mus be a ſorry hero indeed who is 
not ade to vanq ui a man of fam, eſpeciaily cue of his on 
formation, ; | 
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wiz. That it was a ſpiritual tranſaTion, and, therefore, tha 
the connexion was eternal. Whatever may be the ſens 
timents of this church, with reſpect to the duration of 
the marriage connexion, or whatever may have been 
thoſe of the Sadduces, the good gentleman, I preſume, 
would never have argued thus, had he not forgot, that 


the Sadduces denied that there was any veſurrection, or 


angel, or ſpirit. nab 
Tut gentleman lays this down, as a propoſition, 


the truth of which cannot be queſtioned, That whats 
ver example of holy men, we find in ſcripture, which is not 
| EXPTC/S 
+ In the printed Plea, the forexoing paragraph is —— 
from what it was. 28 delivered before the council. As it now ap- 
pears in print, it fands thus; The Sadduces believed no re? 
++ ſutrect ion, nor exiflarnce of ſeparate ſpirits ; yet, they underſlood 
© the dofrine of Cyr1srT, on ſuppoſt.ion it was true, juſſ as theſs 
% gentlemen do; and inſered from it, that if married people ers 
* meet in the other world, they maſt remain married there.“ 
Were it not that this objection is thrown in my way, I, ſhould 
think it rather trifling, and to betray the want of ſolid argument, 
in me, to labor to prove, here that the SadJuces did, or did not 
are, either with me, or with the gentleman that I oppoſe. But 
fince he ſeems to think the caſe is pertinent, it may not be impro- 
to obſerve, That the grand objection which the Sadduces 
mo made a;ainft the doQrine of CHRIST was, reſprQing the re; 
ſurreAion of the body: And their notions of marriage ſeem to 
have been fo groſs and corPoRrIAL, as were wholly inconfiflant 
with the doctrine of the reſurtetion. The import of their query 
ſeems to be this; If the bedy of this woman (eving been ſiccef(4 
fively united, by marriage, to the bodies cf ſeven brethern) ſhall 
be raiſed, together with thoſe to which it has been thus united; 
to which of theſe bodies ſhall it belong in the teſurrection 7 From 
this view of the matter, let any one judge, to whole notions of 
marriage, thoſe of the Sadduces, bear the greatefl reſemblance] 
However, I conc=ve it to be a matter cf very little importance, 
ab to the preſeat caſe, which way the queltion is determined, 
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aprt forbid, and which, they are no where particularly 
blamed for; we may take. fer granted is lawful. And 
then inRances in Abraham, Iſaac, Zaceb, Job, David, &c. 
who, he ſays, had wicked wives, Upon this, I ould 
obſerve, Theſe men had alſo (moſt of them at leaſt) 
a plurality of wives; which was not expreſsly forbid ; 
nor do I recollect that they are, any where, e 
blamed for jt. But the good gentleman, I preſuine, 


— not infer from hence, That a plurality of wives is 
awful. 
Tur gentleman has urged the caſe of the prophet 
Hoſea, his being expreſsly commanded to take a wife 
whoredoms, as of great importance to the queſtion 
now. before this venerable council.--- Upon this, I 
need only remark, That it does not appear but that 
ſhe was an Iracliteſs z and being ſuch, had all the 
qualifications, requiſite to church. communion, under 
that diſpenſation. And therefore, in order to make 
the two caſes ſimilar, fo that any argument may be 
drawn from it in favour of that now in queſtion, he 
muſt ſpppoſe the character of Mr, F iſk, at the time 
$1 his marriage, to have been ſuch as rendered him a 
jeQ, duly qualified for church- communion, under 
the oſpel diſpenſation. Beſides, were it not ſo ; it 
is Ct tainly, ngt unufual for Gov, in particular inſtan- 
— 0 countermand his general precepts : As in the 
caſe of Sampſon, marrying a Philiſtian wife, This is 
expreſsly ſaid to-have-been of the Lord. Judges xiv. 4. 
THe gentleman has aſſerted, T hat admitting all that 
ba Hen wilnſſed againſt Mr, Fiſk, to be true, and 8 
dboujans times mere; Silt ibis 45 25 uconſeend with grace 
in 


N 


* 


(. 97 


in the beart ; yea, with eminent degrees of gras. This: 
Mr. Moderator, 1 muſt ſay, was exceedingly diſagree- 
able and ſhocking to me; I believq it was ſo to this 
venerable council; I hope it was ſhocking to this 
whole afſembly: To hear a miniſter of, the goſpel, 
with the greateſt aſſurance, affirm, that ſuch a charac« 
ter as that in queſtion is proved to have been, nay, 
one, a thouſand times worſe, is not inconfiftent with 
grace; yea, with eminent degrees of grace, is, to me, 
very ſurprizing ! In ſupport of this poſition, he re- 

fers to the inſtance of David, of Peter and of Lot. 
On which I beg leave to remark, Fitſt, That what 
might not be inconſiſtent with grace in the heart, in 
thoſe times of comparative darkneſs, in which Lot, 
David, or even Peter, lived, I conceive to be utterly 
inconſiſtent therewith, in this day of ſuperior light 
and knowledge. Secondly, Theſe were particular 
inſtances of wickedneſs, which were occaſioned by 
very great and ſudden temptations, in men, who, both 
before and after, exhibited the ſtrongeſt evidence of 
unfeigned love to Go, and ſincere regard to his glo- 
ty. But I need not detain this venerable coun}, nor 
take up the time of this numerous aſſembly in at- 

tempting to refute a polition like this. 9 

I asx your patience, gentlemen, but for a moment 
or two longer, As to the particular caſe before you, 
as I have juſt now ſtated it, waving all arguments from 
333 texts of ſcripture, the prohibitions to the 
ſraelites, &c. relative to marriage, I am, for myſelf, 
willing it ſnould feſt intirely upon this fingle conſi- 
deration, viz. Ibeiber it is not à violation of covenant- 
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' angagements for a widow, under the circumſtances in which 
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_ THERE is in my view, gentlemen, a material differs 
ence hetween the caſe of a man who is a proteſſing 
Chriſtian, marrying a woman of an immoral chatac- 
ter, and that of a woman who is a profeſſing chriſtian, 
marrying a man of a profane character; and tor this 
reaſon, that, by the law of nature, and the written law 
of Gop, the woman is more under the influence and 
controul of the man, than the man is of the woman, 
There is allo, in my view, a ſtill greater differetce be- 
tween the caſe of a widow, under the circumſtances 
Mrs. Fiſk was at the time of her marrying Mr. Fiſk, 
and that of a woman, who has no children. The 
caſe before you, gentlemen, is that of a widow, pro- 
feſſing godlineſs, with a number of ſmall children, 
which ſhe had dedicated to Gop in baptiſm, and bound 
| herlelf by the moſt ſolemn. vows, to bring up in the 
8 nurture and admonition of the Loxp. Providence 
| had ſo ordered, by placing her in affluent circumſtan- 
ces, as to put it in her power to fulfil theſe engagements; 
Me was under no conſtraint, beſides what was volunta- 
ry, of putting theſe children under other nurture and 
admonition than what ſhe had engaged. But it/is the 
nurture and admonition under which it appears ſhe has 
put them; and not them only, but herſelf, by marry- 
ing as ſhe has; I ſay, is this the nurture and admoni- 
tion which ſhe has laid herſelf under covenant obliga- 


tion to give them? Does it not rather appear that wy 
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has voluntarily put it out of her power to fulfil theſg 
folemn engagements with reſpe& to them ? and ing 
ſtead of bringing them up in the nurture and admonis 
tion of the Loxb, which providence had put it in her 
power to do, has ſhe not put them under nurture and 
admonition directly the reverſe ? I muſt ſay, that this 
is the light in which it appears to me. And viewing 
the matter in this light, I ean't but conſider the cons 
duct of Mrs, Fiſk, as a flagrant breach of covenant 
engagements---as a violation of the ſolemn vows which 
ſhe had leid herſelf under, and therfore, that, under 
the circumſtances ſhe was at the time of her marrying 
Mr. Fiſk, it is a cenſurable crime in her to marry as 
ſhe has done, 
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